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'ar ' entirely to the Chriſtian Old Man, 
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nions. For the Truth 
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hence : The Soul ei- 
ther is Life, or has 


[that it is ſo] 


be it (elf Life, it muſt 


make ſomething elſe 


to live, not it Selk ; 


as Motion moveth 
ſomething elſe rather 


than it ſelf. But that 


it has Life [as 9ppoſed 

to ĩts being Life], none 
can deny. If chere- 
fore ĩt has Liſe, it does 
not live as being in it 
ſelf Life, but as par- 
taking of Liſe. But 
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On the Hae, Account therefore ſhe will 
then not partake of Life, when he is pleaſed 
that ſhe ſhould not live. For that ſhe lives; 
is vot by her ſelf, as in the Caſe of God. 
But as Man is not for ever, nor is the Hu- 
mne] Body always joined to the Soul; but 
when the Time comes that this Conjunction 
muſt be diſſolved, the Soul ſorſakes the 
Body, and che Man does no longer continue 
in his Exiſtence : So when the Seaſon comes 
that the Soul muſt no longer be, the quicken- 
ing Spirit is departed from it, and the Soul | 
does no longer continus in its Exiſtence, but 
rerurns again to that { Original Nothing] 
from whence it was taken. 
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ſpeaks, it of all that is _ 25 "wa 
ord is appropriated to e Supreme Being. 
Tt that lr aer include the B 


in Mr. Chiſtulls own Senſe, for my part 
know no other Word that can do it more 
eflectually to our Purpole, if we our ſelves 


had been at liberty to expreſs chis holy Au- 


thor's Senſe in our own Words. 


our Souls in general, and yet aral 


y Auma 
tal, muſt. needs be created, and difin# from | 


the Supreme Divinity: And what is ſo diſtincet 
from Ged, is, by the Reaſoning hete uſed 
proved naturally mortal. And the Sa is 
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fame Sexſe, by the withdrawing che 
Spirit from it, as the Nas is ſaid to 
Separation of that ſame Soul from its ne 
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Greatwre. to have Life any otherwiſe than by 
Participation from the dvntu;. This plainly 
makes the Lives of our Sous only Aims 
Souls, chat is, living, as the v, or -» 
= Flaws, is by the Fathers ſuppoſed to continue - 4; 
fa long, and wo longer, than the Ad of Spira - 
that alone which can continue that 4F, much 
more that can continue it for ever, upon Sup- 
olition that the Breather is it (elf perpetual. 
t ſo long as the Byeather is extrin/ick to the 
- Natmre of our Souls, and the Principle of their 
vital Motions is no Ingredient in their Nature, 
| their Natare cannot, by this Reaſoning, ſecure 
its on Continuance. for one ſingle Moment, 
much leſs for ever. And our Scriptures, as 
5 well as the Fathers, make this the Prerigatius 
of all che Pæſaus of the ever to be adored 
Tini, to have this vital Principle ingredient 
I in their Nature. As the Father has Life in him- 
Fels, fo he las given to the Som alſo to have Life . 
ty himſelf, S. John V. 26. Whence Chriſt is 5 5 
id to tale wp his own Life, and to raiſe his 
own Body, as well as to have it raiſed by the 
ſelf, he might, at his own Pleaſure, continue ; 
his v5: al Operations fo long as hitnſclf ſhould 
think fit, or begin them anew after an /nterrap- 
tion. Neither of which tan be truly affirmed 
of that which has its vital Operations derived 5 
from a Principle without, which may either bee 
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granted, or denied; at vb Plufart 10f hind 
from whom it is drive, But as to . it is 
immediately derived from the Holy Spirit,” as: 
the Lord 4. Giver of Lie, and from the 
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en. 
himſelf is ſaid to have Eiſen in a ene, 

ted him by his Father, - becauſe it bas 
pleaſed the Fqther that the Fulneſs of the Spirit 
fhould dwell in him. And Chrift i is ſaid to be 


fame may be affirmed of the ale, allo, a8 
that ſame Spirit is alſo called the Glory of the” 


Fuer. And to ſhew how little we are be- 


holden to qur own Nature for our Life, the 
ſame Date is aſcribed to our Lives abiding in 
us, with that wherein we receive this Divine 
Spirit. Till then it is not ſuppoſed to abide, 
while there is no refident Principle that can 
continue it. No more than the Maſfat can 
continue in the Pipe any longer than the Pi- 

r continues to dm in it; which, whether 

e will or will not, and how long he will con- 


tiuue to do ſo, depend entirely on his own 
| Pleaſure. This very . is appl jedi a 


rhis Purpoſe by Tertullian. And our Marty's | 
Words, in the Perſen of his Cbriſtian, impl — 
the like Dependance of our Life on 6 


the Breather, our natural Life being no wand 


that a roi, -a Flatus,, an actual Breathing, 


ther 
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to eng or eyen ſuſpend, his 
n Contribution o it Our Soul lives, be- 
cauſe God is vicaſed he ſhould do ſo. And 
for the ſame Reaſon ſhe cannot partake of Life, 
when he is pleaſed that ſhe ſhould not live. 
The Doctrine of the Scripture-confines Iu -. 
mortality to Gd, who is alone ſaid to have Im- The 2 
mortality. It cannot therefore be aſcribed to — — = 
our created Humane Nature, but a Divine Na- mortality of 


ure, that we can pretend to have' it even by oferibed by * 


Participitation. Much leſs can it be aſcribed ' Scriptures 
to any thing ſhort of that ſame Divine ature, nd this Dia- 
that we can claim an Immortality by Natare, — — 
That Divine Breathing alone, Which i is com Divine un- 
mon to all Mankind," is not alone ſufficient for eic. d Sei. 
it, without an Cn with the Divine Breather © 

himſelf, the - Holy Spirit, as an Ingredient in 


our pere Humane Nature. Withour this, 


the Breathing it ſelf cannot naturally ſecure 


its own Com inuance for one ſingle Moment, 
much leſs for Eternity. But this is, by the 
Scripture, reckoned among the excteding great 
and precious Promiſes of the Goſpel, which 
none can be entituled to bur by the ne 
Evangelical Covenant, and upon the Terms of 
that Covenant, and by the Means appointed 
for conveying it, by that fame Covenant, It 
cannot therefore be claimed by the Uncove-' 
nanted Part of Mankind. This is the nem 
Man, the ſecond Adam, the Lord from Heaven, 


that can claim Immortality it ſelf, and can 


n Immortality to the reſt of a 
* 


— 


a — unites to this, Divins- 
Naure. This is that Divine Spirit to which 
g. Juſtin does hrs aſexibe the Life of our Hs · 
N mane Souls. Fad it | à created, Being, it 
could not, by. his Reaſoming, dp py al 
| . Perpetaity, much leſs could aerie 
ves that Immortality to others which it could 
"ge 2 vor be ſuppoſed to have in it ſef. To derive 
- .- Jmmuortality. to. others, it muſt be te, in 
that Senſe wherein he owns no more than r 
dat cn he ſa, Whence it appears-alſo, 
(ea againſt che Sociniaus) that this very ancient 
Author nat only believed the o Ghoft to ba 
_ a Swbſiſtent Bring, but to be God in that hightff 
Senſe, wherein he did not think ir poſſible 
© that there call be any more: Geds.than ove... 
Bur, in regard to our  greſe*7. Diſpute, our 
Father is. {till true to his . in n this whole 
Dialogue, in d:nying rhe Sol, or even created 
i Mind, of Man to be thus Divine and nata- 
Eo. raly Immortal; and in condemning the oppoſite 
Fi. 218. 3. Doctrine of Plato in b e He blamed, 
l 1 them, in his ow» Perſos, dealing with Tryphoy, 
who made the Soul d5vanr of d , Im- 
tal and Zncorporeal, And urges it as a Confe> 
_ quence, that they hereby — the Soul from 
all Fear of — Rein becauſe what is I. 
| Corporeal muſt therefore be Impaſſible : a N If's. | 
3 „ due; Which Reaſoning is admitred — 
bother Fathers alſo of that ſame Age. 
5 urges it again, as another Conſeqnence of = 
| . of Humane Souls, that they would, 
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then bare no need of, Ged * 5 Sore 1. f 

Umgy cons, Novel , vv dewics that. £3 

oor eo roger yer el ſee God. uns. | 

leſs adorned with the oy pork oy Thar is. 

implied in the Q tian of the 014 Chrifian _ 

Juſtin the Platoniſt 8 1 Ty Iuoy 4 dp ves FART? P. 221+ C. 

mrs us dx/y/wrd/ can .; He does by the 

ſame Form of Speech, uſed 2 the ſame Per- 

ſau, deny the Foul to be dy to Ged, or 16. D 

Swe, Of d . He again denies it to 4e P. 222, A. 

Gad, a wide, or zu vit 1. Plainly t 

Spirit, by which Humane, even Minds, oh. 

tain what they cannot challen by cheir own 

Nuure, muſt be of a Nature ſuperm to thoſe. 

Minds which receive ſuch Benefits by it, and 

can be no other than properly Diuine. 
To this 1 rar add an Authority for which 


Mr. Chiſtull is, in particular, concerned to 1 ke. 


have ſome Regard, that is his own. Him: pretation 7 
ſelf confeſſes, that his own Interpretation of % Father 
our Author, whereby he endeavours to clear 7; — 
him from the vatura! Mortality. of Humane 

Souls, is new, not mine. (a) This Learned (e) Charge f 
and Ingenious Father. has long ſuffered in this Ng. a, id 
Point, by Qulgar Error, as well as by the le 1 
Attempt of My. Dodwell, Again he mentions / = 
« Uulgar Opinion, (6) which has, in ſome (i) F. 132. 
meaſure, Conſpir'd with Mr. Dodwell. He 

_ owns particularly, that another Edition (c) () P. 100. 
I ow own Nation has repreſented Juſtin Martyr 
Teacher of the Soul's natural Mortality. 
5 He _— I uppoſe, the worth y Aue of 


the 
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1 the Oxford Tatiav. Nor does he a0 but 
= mm 14. p. io. that the (4) excellent Monfieur Du Pin has 
3 thought him favourable, in ſome Places (though 
mot in others) to the Annihilation of vic leu 
Souls. There is little Reaſon to doubt, but 
that this Paſſage of this Ho muſt have 
been one of the moſt likel Jones to have been 
meant by thar —_— Perſon. Stepbanu, 
Gobarus, he not only grants to have interpretod 
our Father ag we do, as aſſerting the natural 
1 Mortality of Humane Souls, and as owning the 
1 like Diſtinctiaon between the ne, Breath, as 
. Mortal, and the r, Cu, Spirit, as an Inmur. 
tal Principle; ; bur he alſo »pbraides us with him. 
He makes our Agreement with him a Fere- - 
tical Combination. Can he therefore think us 
Tritheits for agreeing with a Tritheit, in a 
Matter wherein that Hereſy was not any way 
concerned? Or can he ſhew any Concernment | 
of that Hereß that might incline him to fa - 
your that Senſe of S. Iuſtin, that might fa - 
vour the natural Mortality of Flumane Souls, 
rather than the contrary, againff the mani- - 


Sr grades =, cmd mit ws 


feſt Importance of our Marty's Words > - hi 
Can he pretend any Authority whatſoever, Ai 
that * ſuch as believed this ro be the i ©? 
nue Senſe of out Holy Marty, which we 7 
aſcribe unto him? Does even he himſelf be- . 
lieve himſelf obliged to dicbelieve Gobarus in N 
every thing he ſays, (becauſe he was a Tri- th 
theit) even in Matters where that Here/5 wi 
was no way n Aud that 10 0 105 
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muſt be a Herectick if he did not, even in ſuch 
Matters, dzbelieve him. I cannot think he 

could find in his Heart to pronounce ſuch a = 
Sentence in a Caſe that were his vn. But 4 
how can he take me for an intolerable Inno- „ . 
vator, for following an Opinion which him- 
ſelf owns to have been vslgariy received, for 
which himſelf allows ſo many and ſo ancient 
Authorities? But he pretends Gobarus to 
have been the jir/t that fd ſo groſs 4 Calumny 
on tbis Father. How comes he to know that? P. 100, 101. 
Neither Gobarus nor Photius tell him any ſuch | 
Matter. Can he therefore produce any elder 
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& Authors who underſtood S. Juſtin s Words 
g nberwiſt than his deſpiſed Gobarus? I wiſh - 
a | be could produce any good elder Author's [1 
7 Words that quoted this Place of S. Juſtin, or n 
+ || fo much as gave his Opinion concerning it. AM 
at he does not pretend it. Let him then i 
I free his own Opinion from the Cs of In- 
| ovation if he can. I doubt he would be put 


bard to-it, if he were obliged, in order to 
his own Purgation, to produce any one ſingle 
Author of Credit: 1 do not ſay elder, but 
even equal with Gobarus in Age, who inter- 
2 this Place as he does, even ſince the 
ublication of this Dialogue from the Pariſian 
MS. They are fewer who ever interpreted 
theſe Words in another Senſe than ours, even 


"3 6-6 6 OW We W's 


j | P. 115. 


as believing ſuch' Cenſures' of 


all that himſelf las fad upon this Subject, 


by Cancejſho 
| Jo by the native Evidence of the 7 hang 


Aſſurunas, had been 
again 


rapallr of Laws, nor qualified for either Re- 


rears of Rewards and Puniſhments may be ſuffis 


199 and are * to the Natur 


A 9 
* 


| at To nd ger eee 


70 thee 
8 overthrown 


Matters of this Nature, 29 
and ; Thus lie 


— wowinns 7 > oM 


obliged him to — — 


themſelves which 
Let aſter all, he cannot deny 
our Martyrs true Den 
Independenay of Fhonaxe Seals on A 
Pleeſure, alſerted by the «yours : | 
Hanrans Souls by Plato in his Fa T. 
is 2 giving up his whole Cauſe, as he has 


Preliminary Defence, to which neither be, nor 
any other of my Adver ſeries, have offered any 
Shew'of ; nor ſo much as taken Mb 
that whar is here ſuggeſted with his 


bed. s Plraſure alone is ſuſſi. 


cient to 
their Bodies, which had never been Subjects 


ward or Puniſhments, The (ame Pleaſure may 
alſo ſuffice for ſuffering others to perqh at hs 
Day of Judgmem, in which Interval, berwech' 


their Death and chat Judgment, all the 47. 


ciently difcharged, which may ſecure chicit 
Olligation, in Conſcience, to their civil Daties 


win 


3 


but that it was 
to overthrow that 


ready been warned in the very Title of my 


— — 
'n duch Soul to periſh aftwelh wich | 
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— 2 r N 2 — rr 


. 
. 


E 


* 


— 


— 
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a jaſt 'Defonc 


of Hinge Goal 1 


eir Creator had pores th jovelied 


3 which thei 


may very juſtly pe petuae the otherwiſe as 


Au Ne vres of athers, in order to the qua = 


li them for Bernal above 
= RES 
as ene for Remards as much 


pon the otiginal Dignity of their Naure⸗ 
Eſpecially being before expreſly warned of 
thoſe Eon Puniſhnents, with ag acious De- 
ago « of laying thereby a fronger Obligation on 
to make a wiſe Choice in an Affair of 
N to their own greateſt I. 
4. This is ly clear in the Caſe 


Souls, when he 
expreſly- denies it to them who might there- 


own Power for hindering the Event of 2 
Death, which was ſo natural to them when 
N were leſt to their own unaſiſted Nature. 

But he pretends, p. 101. that Phutitt made 
e of our ather againſt | 


A Reader,who were wi 


Diſpute, without Enquiry, would be apt to 
think chat de . «had, at leaſt, declared his 


| 
E 
ö 


8 

N 

; | 
> * 


tham. Kod yet. the. Game e Pledine- - 


Author, who allows actual Death to 
de Lot of ſome 


oy Li an Iwpunity for their former Wickede / 
1. Plug - intimates, that he be- 
rl this bees Pleaſare of God, far from 
any Lars, even of his on impoſiug onhimpelf, | 
that might reſtrain him from interpoſing his 


Noba rug. Photius does 
ing to take Mr. Chiſe an lues 
bull s Repreſentation of Matters in this, tation . Ju- 


ſtin in Goba- 
rus, as Mr. 


Chiſhull pre- 
Piſite of. our e in Gobarws, and vindi- . 
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 eated'our glorious Martyr from the Aſperſion t 
of being any way concerned for ow Sexti- I © 
ments. © x Fr us therefore try his Particulats: 
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The Firſt, though laſt , in the Order of 
Mr. Chiſbull s, is rhe XX Vth of Photius: That | 
Plot. Gat 232 Angels, ana Rational Souls, and all Intelligent i 
| Creatarts, are Incorr _ in their own' Nature. 
This is Mr. C/iſbul's. own Opinion." The 
contrary in Gobarus, which = Adverſary 
righely judges ours, is, That they are wot In- 
mortal by 2 but by Gate, and that God | 
alone is Immortal hy Nature. The laſt Words | © 
are the Sexſe-of the Scripture, as underſtood 
by Photius, and therefore not imprudently 
_ emitted by our Accuſer. Can he be 
this alſo was condemned by Photius? But h 
there is not the leaſt Cenſure of the Patriarch 1 
on theſe Words, or any other of that /arey Part tl 
of the Paragraph. As little Pretence there 
is for the 2d Particular in Mr. Chiſhul, which 
is the XXXIIId in Photius : That the Breath 
which God breathed into Adam was abb, 
Temporary, „ and not Eternal, like the Spirit. 
This is'indeed eur Doctrine, and the Dat 
of S. Paul, and not, in the leaſt, cenſured by 
the Patriarch himſelf. The zd is the 
XXXIVch in Photius: That this Breath 'was 
not the Soul, but the Mind, yet 7emporary. 
This plainiy ſuppoſes even the Human: 
Created Mind Temporary. Yer neither is this 
diſliked by Photius, Nor is the Name of 


85 Juſtin mentioned, in relation to any. of 
_ theſe 
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jo I theſe Three Particulars, (as any way con- 
„ cerned either for ot Sgainſt them) either by 
„ Sabarus or Photiw. The only Particular 
of © wherein both of them nientioned our Mar- 
4 r, is in the XXXVIIth Head of Photis : 
ot on my Jourdy eu, n Ni 0 dyn w, GN, N Sd 


Haus daunv Y debut v : That every thing that is 
made is Corruptible and Mortal, but by the Will 
of God continues Indiſſoluble and Incorruptible. 
The contrary to which Aſſertion, in Gobarus, 
was: on W eden oda « Jug dovugry Tv 
gude, $17: That what was by lis own Nature 
corruptible, cannot be incorruptible by the Will of "i 
God. This later contradictory Aſſertion is S 
that for which Phatius tells us, that Gobarus | | 
had produced the Teſtimony of S. Juſtin, 

and wherein he defends our Martyr againſt 

the Mifinterpretation of the Tritheit. But 

Mr. Chiſhull very well knows, that we never 
pretended that what was, of its own Na-. 

ture, corruptible, could mot be preſerved from 

actual Corruption by the Will of God; but al- 

ways aſſerted the contrary in the Caſe of 

Humane Souls, both as true in it ſelf, and as 

| 42reeable to the Mind of S. Juſtin. We there- 

| fore perfectly agree with Photius againſt Goba- 

rus in this Particular. And we have Reaſon 

to believe, that Photius alſo agreed with us, 

in reference to the Three forementioned 

Doctrines, where he did not ſignify his Diſlike, 1 
| as he does here, when he was really of anotdern 
Opinion. Withal it is remarkable, that the 
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ken in the Perſon of a Confuter of Plato, and 
28 > gong the Senſe of our Martyr as a 


[ 
from the Errors of ordinary Mortals. Ve . i 
this unmerciful Critick, on other Men's ſuppoſed * 
Miſt ales, which really prove his own, was not 
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Words of 8 Juſtin here alluded to, are thoſe 
he quotes from Plato's Timæus. Theſe very 


Words Photius underſtands to have been ſpo- 


$3. 


Chriſtian, not as a Platonift, perfectly againſt | 
the Senſe of Mr. Chiſhull. So conſtant he is | 
to his Cuſtom of being miſtaken himſelf, even 


when he moſt inſulting charges others with | 


” 


being ſo, Photius himſelf is _4 goiley as 1 
am, of obtruding what is ſaid by Mr. Chiſhull's | 
Cenius for the Senſe of S. Juſtin himſelf, if | 
doing ſo muſt; be taken for Olffruction. But 
certainly S. Juſtin would not perſonate his Con- 
verter with Reaſonings which himſelf believed 
unconcluding, yet (at the ſame time) owns for | 
the inne Reaſons which prevailed with himſelf 
to embrace the Chriſtian Religion. Much leis 

would he ſo perſanate a happy Spirit with ſuch | 
Reaſonings, whoſe very State exempted him | 


. 
- 


( 


: 
1 
\ 
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ſenſible how indtcorows it was to call the Spi- | 
rit, who is ſuppoſed to have converted our | 
Martyr, a Genius. Angel was the proper Term, 
among Chriſtians, for ſuch happy Spirits, The i 
Genii were condemned by them in general, and | 
taken for Devils; thoſe, of Cæſir and Socra- if 
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tes themſelves not being excepted. This L! 
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e Humane Souls. 2s 
den Verſes, and the later Philoſophers, who 
lived inthe firſ# Ages of Chriſtianity, wherein 
neither of them ſignifie Superlunary Beings, p. 123. 
as Mr. Chiſhall fancies, but Sablunary, more 
remote from Heaven, and nearer our Earth, 
and therefore Zylical, and concerned in the 
common War of Malignant Spirits, for de- 
= taining Souls in Ze, the Dominion of the 
th alu, "Trans. Though I am not ignorant, 
I 9 that Homer, and the eldeſt Philoſophers, uſed 
the ſame Word concerning the higher Rank, 
if of even Cæleſtial Beings. But the Primitive 
ut i Chriſtians, by whoſe Sentiments our Author 
is to be interpreted, condemned all Demons 
and Geniuss univerſally. But I was in this 
miſtaken my ſelf, as well as Mr. Chiſbull, - 
whilſt I herein followed the Conjectures of 
Learned Men without examining them. 
ch Yet, after all, I doubt our confident Gen- . 
im © tleman will himſelf, again, prove miſtaken 3 
etz in that which is fundamental to all his preſent rus mn wr 
e Deen. So it mult be, if neither this Paſ- Martyr, and 
gage of the Dialogue with Tipphon, or much 54h Phe. 
phe | leſs the Fragment of Leontius, was the Place tius, was mr 
ur © alluded to by either Goharus or Photius. Go. jn thi Dia | 
"| barusproduced the zva, it ſelf, as Photius calls Cohort. ad 
he it, and Photius ſaw it, at leaſt, in Gobarus. Gent. 
id But, by the Characteriſticts he gives of it, it 
could zo have been either of theſe, but a 
a+. third not jet thought on. The Paſſage was 
, ſuch as made the Author of ir ſpeak Contra- 
ol- WF 4didtions in the Opinion of Gobarws, This 
; "8 made 
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St.]. M. of the Immortality © 


made Photius concerned to defend our Marty? 


againſt that Charge of this Heretick. And 


the Contradiction pretended was, That what 
was by Nature corruptible, ſhould notwithſtan- 


ding be preſerved from actual Corruption by 


the Will of God. Concerning this, the Charge | 
of Gobarus was: 'Evarria hide dau 5 n at- | 
uv, Y di e eG, 7G Bnyogys : That he con- 
tradicted himſelf who ſaid ſo, and aſcribed In- 


poſſibilities to the Demiurgus, the Maker of the 
World. In Oppoſition hereunto Photius pleads, 
That our Marty was there diſputing againſt 
a Heathen Opinion, ass EML Far, and 


that the Subject of his Diſpute was concerning 
the famous Paſſage of Plato in his Timæus, 


where he introduces the Demiurgus ſpeaking, 


to that Purpoſe, to the inferior Gods created 
by bimſelf. The Contradiction therefore lay 


not in any oppoſite Aſſertions of the Martyr 
himſelf, but in the Inconſiſtency of this Doctrine 


of Plato, who is accordingly the Perſon char- 
ged by the Martyr with the Contradiction, 


which Gobarus unskilfully miſtook for a Con- 


tradiction of S. Juſtin. The Words being in 
the Perſon of the Demiurgus, the ContradiGion 


was charged upon him too, and upon Plato 
no otherwiſe than as upon one who had an- 
Skilfully perſonated him. He gives the Inſtance 


of the Contradiction, That the Demiurgus 
ought to have acknowledged, that every 


thing that was made was corruptible, wr ny 
ar brecor deo, according to the former Determina- 
5 18 | tion, 
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of Humane Souls. 
tion, or that he cannot ſay true in affirming, 
That every thing that had a Beginning muſt be 
corruptible. I ſuppoſe he means, If any ſuch 
thing be preſerved from adus Corruption, I 
cannot undertake for the Solidity of our Mar- 
yr Reaſoning in proving this Contradiction 
againſt Plato himfelf, or his Demiurgus. But 
the Character here mentioned do very particu- 
larly agree to a Paſſage of our Martyrs Ex- 
hortation to the Heathens, where he has theſe 


Worgs, concerning that very Paſſage of Plato: 


En dl 16 xj wiv i,. (the very 
Words of Photius) 07:89) amapnvd uyE 70, der 


eor ivie roy Hoy ανοναν Yi dp Tag wit eu +1) nei. | 
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Moreover, whereas he had before aſſerted, That 


every Thing that was made was corruptible ; he 
afterwards affirms, That ſome of thoſe Things 
which were made may be Indiſſoluble and Incor- 
ruptible. What therefore is the Reaſon that they 
who have the Reputation of Wiſdom among you 
are fo inconfiſtent with one another, and with 
themſelves > This is ae); *Exlues. It relates to 
the ſame Paſſage of Plato, and charges him, 
or his Demiurgus, with the ſame, Charge of 
Inconfiſtency, aac, with themſelves, and on the 
ſame Account of what was confeſſedly corrup- 
tible in its own Nature, yet a@ually incorrup- 
tible, as in the Paſſage of S. Juſtin, deſcribed 
by Gobaras and Photius. But, in the laſt Par- 
ticular, it differs from the Senſe of our Mar- 
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St. J. M. of the Immortality _ 
tyr in his Dialogue with Tryphon. There is 
on ſuch Inconſiſtency owned between the ſame 
Thing's being naturally corruptible, and yet 

prelerved, by the: Will of its Creator, from | 
the actual Event of that Corruption which 
might otherwiſe have been expected from its 
own Nature. On the contrary, the Recon- 
cilableneſs of theſe ſo different Phenomena is | 
owned by the Chriſtian Martyr, as-well as the 
Platonical Diſciple, in the Caſe of Humane 
Souls. This is a manifeſt Argument, chat 
the Dialogue with Tryphon could not have been 
intended either by the Tritheit or the Patriarch; 
and that our Martyr had changed his Mind 
let ween his writing that Exhortation to the 
Greeks or Heathens, and this Narrative of the 
Diſpute he had with Tryphon; and that there- 
fore that Exhortation muſt have been written 
before the Dialogue; and that the Father's fr/# 
Thoughts ought not to be urged as an Antho- 
ity againſt his later and better digeſted ones, 
upon his better Acquaintance with the Chri- 
' ftian Religion embraced by him. Certainly 
his Thoughts in the Dialogue muſt have been 
conformable to his Opinions when he wrote 
the Dialogue, which was after his firſt 
Apology, at leaſt to Antoninus Pius, and at 
the Rebellion of the Fews then in Being 
againſt the Roman Empire, and therefore 
muſt be meant, not of the Rebellion un- 
der Barcochebas, but of another under Pius 
alſo, mentioned in the H:ftoria Aug uſta. Vet 
that Part of this Dialogue with the Old Chri- 


. 
8 ſtian 
N * * \ 
* 4X . 
. „ 
r 
1 "= 1 8 * 0 


: es * 
» ne 


8 


* 
— 


PPP 


85 0 R 
oo AT de 4 


= 2 3 9 * . "oy — = 
m p Q 3 * 28> . a _— — : | . 
7 5 : ty 4 „ 9 R l . 7... A ** 1 
Hp 5 9 9 — 7 0 . - : ” A mn 
7 „ OY PWW N 1 9 r 1 Fa N 4 © EIT 7 
: i * r 9 R % „ : * N > 3 * . 

ay 8 1 N * a a a? r * > 2 Cy OR \ _— 1 SLY N * F +. * * 

F THEN * Hs Pp * . * . 2 EF” * 4 . A N Y * 88 
REO 4 La 8 2 n ” * 5 * ” 


I TY g ** 2 5 9 27 0 
i k vo os eb Bog. ei 22 „ * 
„ 5 2 wee” TER 


- "x a 5 : i I 


77 2s ak 
1 
* © * 4 * 
4 " 
* 4 
A. 1.4 


% q 
* 
vt 


* 
* 
** 
3 


« s 
1 1 
* 


tin, if Hiſtorically the Canſe of his Con ver- 
fon, and penn d in freſh Memory of the Diſpute 


it ſelf, ſhoald have been according to his 
Thoughts at his fir/# Converſion to the Chri- 
Jian Religion. But beifig penn'd at a Diſtance, 
it might have been according to his Senſe, not 
when he managed the Confertuce, but when 
he wrote it. And it may be more eaſily be- 


lieved, if, at leaſt, this Part of the Dialogue 


between the O Man and Fuſtin the Platoniſt 


were not rea, but Dramatical. This, we 


know, was very common in the Philoſo- 
phical Dialogues, to repreſent rather what 
might have been probably ſpoken by the Per- 


ſen introduced by the Author, than what was 


really ſaid by him. Socrates knew nothing 


of ſeveral Things written by Plato in his Per- 
ſen. And Cicero owns, that himſelf had not 


obſerved even Decorum, in Things delivered 


by him in the Name of Lucullus, in the Dia- 


logue which bears the Name of Lucullus. He 
_ the Mos Dialogorum for his Liberty in 
is Epiſtle to Varro. And if the Old Chriſtian 
were intended by our Martyr for an Angel, it 
will till appear more likely, that hat Part 
of the Conference was rather Drama than 
Fact. So it will not require a nice Chronology 
of the diſtant Opinion of the ſame Author; 
but it will be abundantly ſufficient that it be 
adapted to the preſent Opinions of the Author 
at the Time of the Writing, however different 
his Opinion had been formerly at the Time 
55 C 4 when 
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e Immortality. 
| 8 when the Drama is ſuppoſed to have been MW Ss 
1 8 ' By what has been obſerved from Photizs, i th 
S Ou _—_ concerning the Paſlage of our Martyr, which i (cr 
© em rhe Opi- was miſunderſtood and . undeſervedly cenſured 
nion of the by. Gobarus, it appears, That the pretended. 
S ef Contradidtion conſiſted in this; That what 
P hbotius: 4:4 Was owned to be mortal of its own Nature, was 
: * — notwithſtanding owned to be preſerved from 
' ecrruing the (tual Death by the Pleaſure of God This is 
Soul's Natu- what our Martyr, at that time, charged upon 
— Immorta- Plato and his Pemiurgus in Timaus, as contra - 
lity, rhe ſame | 2 - 
ba Photius purges him 


with that wdictious. This is w 
which we by from, obſerving, that the Contrad:d@ion (ſuch 
th Gee as it was) was not, at that time, the Doctrine 
Church of of S. Faſtin himſelf, bur of Plato. But he 
eee es, did not concern himſelf to examine critical. 
daus. whether it were a Contradiction or no, when 
me he had ſo much ſhorter and eafter an Anſwer, 
That though it had been really what Gobarws 
_ pretended it to be, yet it was Plato, not our 
1 Author, that would. have been reſponſible for 
5 for it. However, whatever had been his 
Eo own Thoughts formerly, yer he reckons on 
that very Paſſage of the Zimæus (which is 
expreſly quoted here) as agreeable to his 
own Senſe, when our Martyr wrote this Diae 
logue with Trypho. That very Authority of 
Plato is inſiſted on by the Ola Chriſtian againſt 
himſelf as a Platoniſt, to let him ſee how 
ſafely he might receive the Doctrine of the 
Chriſtians, of the natural Mortality of Humane 
T Souls, 
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ef Humane Souls. 
Souls, as confiſtent with their Duration as long 


ſcribed, though none be mentioned, why it 
may not pleaſe God to continue ſuch Mortal Be- 
ings for ever, if he ſhould think fir. Nor is 
any Reaſon ſuggeſted that is tual, why 
it may not really be fit for him to do ſa, 
And can Mr. Ch/ſtel, or any other Adverſa- 
ries, den 
againſt which they are ſo very clamourous? I 
am therefore very willing to ſtand to the Sen- 
tence of Photius himſelf, obſerved and tranſcri · 
bed from him by Mr. Chiſbul/ : Thar Gobarus 
reſted this Confutation of the Feathens, to 
make it ſerve for a Confutation of the Doctrine 
pf the Church. If this Doctrine of ours, thus 
xplained, was the Dotirine oppoſed by Goba- 
us from this Reaſoning of S. Juſtin, before 
is more ferfec? Knowledge of our Chriſtian 
teligion, (in which he was very skilful when 
e wrote his Dialogue) our Doctrine muſt have 
deen that which Photius believed to be the 
Doctrine of the Church of his own Age. And 
hen it will not be difficult to judge who 
hey are that are the Gobaru s of ours. That 


ply, that Gobarus, as a Tritheit, had ſome 


eceived DoGrine of the Church of that Age, 


xcknowledged to be Mortal natwely. If 
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as God ſhould pleaſe, beyond the Fxigence of 
their own Nature. Nor are any. Bounds pre- 


that th is indeed our Doctrine, 


ery Paſſage of Photias ſeems at leaſt to im- 


ingular Opinion different from the common | 
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42 3 M. of the Inmorraliry 


therefore we may know the Opinion of the 
Tritheits concerning the Humane Soul, we 
may have Reaſon to believe, that the Catho- 
lick Church of the Age of Photius differed from 
them in that Opinion. And who can better 
tell us what that Opinion was than the Au- 


tzhor of the Tritheit Hereſy, Johannes Philoponus ? 
Philop. 4 His Opinion therefore was, That the Thing 
Z. VI. C. 23, inſpired into Adam by the Divine Breathing, 
24 was not the Holy Ghoſt, bur the Humane Cre- 
ated Spirit of the Soul; yer of a Cæleſtial Or- 
+ der, not of Sublunary Principles belonging to 
Tisens, as oppoſed to that A ,) rightly ob- 
ſerved by Mr. Chiſhall from Ocellus Luca nus. 

This therefore would entitle the Soul to ſuch 
aan Immortality by Nature, as Created Beings 

| are capable of, conſiſtently with their being 
created. That is, to ſuch an Immortality by 

Nature as is acknowledged to belong to all 

Cezleftial created Beings, though denied to ſuch 

Beings as were of no higher Principles than 

Geneſis, though God ſhould be act ualh pleaſed 

to perpetuate them. Such ac, Perpetuation 

was, by the Reaſonings of that Age, fup- 

poſed to leave Nature as it found it, how- 

ever it might extend its Daration. Wha 

therefore was of Sublunary Principles, though 
perpetuated, would ſtill be Sublunary, and 

therefore ſill liable, by its Nature, to Geneſis, 

and its oppoſite p22, or , in ſuch 3 

Senſe as Celeſtial Beings, though Created allo, 

Were not believed to be fo. In this me the 

. | de. 
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©. of Humane Souls. 
Scripture ſuppoſes our Souls naturally Mortal, 
and therefore, beſides actual Perpetuation, 


requires an intimate Union with the Divine 
Spirit, for ſwallowing up our Natural Mortality, 


(chat is S. Paul's Phraſe for it) or Ab, 
(that is S. Juſtin's for it) in order to the 
freeing us from this Mortal Nature, in this 
lower Senſe, and to the entitling us to a 
Natural Immortality, in that hizheſt Senſe 


wherein it is capable of being communicated 


to Created Beings. But Philoponus's created 


Humane Souls were thought to be of a Cæ- 


leſtial Conſtitution above the Sublunary Tivens, 
and $24, Or Sr. So it appears from the 
Plajonick Epithetes by him aſcribed to them. 
He utterly denies them to have an Original 


from Earth, leſt it might be ſaid of them, 


Earth thou art, and into Earth than ſhalt return; 
whereas S. Paul allows the Adamical Man 


be Choical, as well as Pſychical. Bur Philoponus 
calls ſuch Sox/s ſimply D, i l Tus, vc 
and e, oH νν Theſe muſt, by theſe 
Attributes, have been taken for Cæleſtial pro- 

ly, and therefore naturally Inimortal in 
that higheſt Senſe of thoſe ſame Words in 
which they may be aſcribed to Created Beings. 
And it might have been for this Reaſon that 


for the Soul's natural Immortality, than on the 
other, which is more countenanced by the 


(who bore the Image of the firſt Adam) to 


he rather pitched on this way of accounting 


Reaſonings of S. Paul, That S. Paul himſelf 


= 

5 

1 

; 

* - 

1 

Y 7 

— 

. 
Fg 

8 | 

4 N 

. 2 
7 


- 
2 0 a , 
OP 7 * . F wow Aid W mw * 1 F + > 2244 WIPE, 9) oh * $8 3 * W 
1 W a ; va. * W AO a at” 5, e * IE] ; — RE 
1 R L f ² . uk. TTT : 
off 8 Fd . 7 r 3-4 , r n . FJ . ĩ˙⅛ 1... A „ I hte oe ! YT CET þ 
Fa 4 1 7 2 _C 1 ” 2 MEL teas ; - WY * | Low | EEG. 1 * 8 Fares 5 ot E * 1 * ky mJ f * * 
* ” 4 * 5 © ITE. 3 1 7 7 * 8 7 5 CE. re rid *. TAY: * * — 
* 8 * | 64'S 1 & 7 FS 7-4 RES +, SD) Mah FRB. & the 3 n 1 L + 2:59 l Ws 4 - q a 
«a. 1 3 ES Mar” i n $4 1 8 OF. "= Fo XLS * | . nn 
6 0 b ; 3 xd ; by 3 bh Es ; * : EY * 7 
4 3 " . 26. 3 Ps e * " 0 7 5 ” 8 1 „ 7 i 
3 £ 7 . . Es * "MY" ooh x ; FAY 1 1 
; ; . SOS 4” TSS „ a 
* nn, 8 4 . 5 1 : + 
. 3 


that muſt be aboliſhed, before the Being that 
| is concerned in it can be made capable of that 


Goſpel. This Philoponus might underſtand of 
not alone ſuffice for the Immortality of happy 
2 


infer the Neceſſity of the higher Sort of Im- 
mortality), which, being perpetuated, would 


_ Nature confeſſedly Mortal, not an Immortality 


Flereticts. 


St. J. M. of the Immortality 
owns, That there is a Corruption that cannot 
inherit Incorruption, x Cor. XV. 50. and a Death 


Inmortality that is promiſed as a Favour of the 


this lower Sort of Immortality, That it could 


Souls, by the Conſtitution of the Go 
though perpetuated, as being in no Senſe an 
Immortality of Nature. Thence we might 


withal perpetuate the utmoſt Immortality by 
Nature of which a Created Being is capable. 
This therefore Gobarus might retort againſt 
our Doctrine as then received by the Catholick 
Church, that it was only a Perpetuity of a 


natural in any Senſe, like that of Plato in his 
Timers, which had been charged with Incon- 
fiſtency by our Martyr in Plato; plainly ſup- 
poſing our Doctrine, concerning the Natural 
Mortality of Humane Souls, even in the lower 
Senſe, to have been the Doctrine of that 
Church which oppoſed the Tritheits. Thus 
our Adverſaries will appear to be the Tritheiſti- 
cal Gobarus s, as to this Particular of the Here- 
fies then condemned in the Tritheits, And ours 
will prove that which was then taken for Ca-; 
tholich Doctrine by that Ecclefiaftical Tribunal, 
by which the Zritheits were —_— 
| 9 
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of Humane Souls. 4s AM 
The Tritheits, in Reaſoning thus, did not 9. 3 
conſider that the Divine Nature, promiſed by 1 Mortality 
. | 75 8 at is to be 

the Goſpel, was not ſuch as could agree to deftroyed, in 
any created Being of the Mighef Rank, even e ti themes 
the Cell, as a Principle hat might mr 1/72 
talize it 5 but Was the Holy Ghoſt, God in the cannot be nears ; 
moſt proper Senſe, and in 10 Senſe, created, U der Mor. * 
Nor did th ſider, that ch ane tality which 

id they conſider, that the Mortality of & eſſential ro 


Nature was to be aboliſbed, ſwallowed up, and = Creature as 
deſtroyed, and made to diſappear, before the , — 2 
Mortal Creature could be thus Immortalized. Mortality 
Had they mm of this, they might have 75 # con- 
ſeen that a Mortal Being of this lower Rank — | 
might thus receive the Natural Immortality of Immortality 
the Holy Ghoſt by an intimate Union with him 7 Soul de 
as an Ingredient in the perfect Humane Na. Tritheits, od | 
ture, as the moſt perfect Immortal Creature, o preſent Ads | 
which. had 30 other Claim to Immortality i . 
than what it could derive from its own on- 4 
ly-created Nature. Nor did they conſider, 'Y 
Laſtly, That the Mortality to be abrogated, ® 
was only ſuch as made the Mortal Creature 
unfit for Heaven as the Region of Immortality. 

If the 7ritheirs had thought of this, they 
would have found, that the Mortality to be 
abrogated, in order to make us Partakers of 
the Happineſs promiſed by the Goſpel, could 
not be meant of that Mortality which is eſſeu- 
tial to a Creature as a Creature, For then no 
Creature could ever partake of this ZZappineſs, 

if it muſt ceaſe to be a Creature, in order to 

its being qualified for a participation of it. 
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It can therefore be no other Mortality, but 
that which confines our Souls, by the Laws of 
Providence, to theſe lower Regions, and diſ- 
. ables us from riſing to thoſe higher ones 
which are the Seat of the Bleſſed. That 
Aortality which indiſpoſes us for converſing 
with God, whom no Mortal either has ſee or 
can ſee, whom none can ſee and live; that is, 

can enjoy a Life that is maintained by a 

Conflict of Contraries, which muſt neceſſari- 

ly end by the Deſtruction of one of them 
within a certain Period. This is the Morta- 

_ tity both of Body and Soul, which muſt be de- 
ffroyed before the Man can be made capable 
of the Immortal Happineſs promiſed by the 
Goſpel, The Divine quickening Spirit muſt 
firlt wing our Souls (to uſe the Language of 
the Platoniſts ) before they can mount to Ha- 
ven. It mult ſtrengthen and ſupport them, that 

even then they may be preſerved from a Diſ- 
folution like that of the Valentinian Sophia. 
And the P{zchical Body muſt be cloathed upon 
with a Pncumatical Body, muſt be transformed 
and transfigured.like the glorious Body of Chriſt, 
before we can be caught up and meet him at 
his coming to Judgment. But by the Do- 
ctrine of the 7ritheits, and our Adver ſaries, 
there can be nothing that can need aboliſbing. 
or being ſwallowed, if they had been natural 
of a Cæleſtial Conſtitution; and had nothing 
in their Nature that would intitle them to 
be Native Subjects of the Xing dom of _ 
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and of Death, and of him who had the Power 
of Death, the Devil; nothing that might 
make us by Nature .Chilaren of Wrath, and 
of our Father the Devil, as the Scripture 
.xeckons us, till we receive the nem Divine 
Nature, the Baptiſmal Spirit, the Spirit 4 
Adoption, by which we are qualified to ca 
God our Father, in a Senſe wherein none are 
ſuppoſed to be intitled to do ſo, before this 
nem Baptiſmal Birth, by any Principal Ingre- 
dient in their own Nature. Not even by 
that Divine Breath, which gives all Men a 
General Title to be a Divine Offspring. Theſe 
Things are fo clear in our Evangelical Reve- 
lations of the New Teſtament, as that they 
manifeſtly prove the Doctrine of the Tritheits, 
and of our Adverſaries, in this Particular, as 
contrary to the Doctrine of thoſe Canonical 
Mritings as to the Doctrine, at leaſt, of the 
Eaſtern Church in the time of Photius, Nor 
is this Work of Philoponus ſo far from the 
Suſpicion of Hereſy, as Corderius the Editor 
ſuppoſes. It treats Theodore Mopſueſt rather 
as an Enemy, than as a Brother. In all like- 
lihood, with a Malignity to the Council of 
Calcedon who fayoured Theodore, at leaſt was 
thought to do ſo by them who oppoſed the 
Tria Capitula, againſt which Council Philopo- 
nus wrote another Work profeſſedly. , Chiſbull' 
But Mr. Chiſhull pretends to ruine my Hy- Firft Step rs 


pothefis Step by Step. I wiſh he could have % mining of | 


. . my Hypothe- 
remembred to repreſent it truly, whillt he d aufwer d. 
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S.. J. M. ef the Immortality 
= pretends todo ſo. He refers us to our Mars 
yrs Words, in his Cohort. ad Græc. p. VIII. 

where he tells us, That the Preachers of the 

Goſpel taught ananimouſij the Doctrine of the 

Immortality of Humane Souls. As if I had 

ever ee their doing ſo, or doubted 

of the Zrath of that Doctrine. But he 

' knows very well, if he would do me Fuftice, 

that I do act difler from himſelf, as to the 
dreadful Conſequences of that Doctrine, to all 

that hear the Goſpel preached. What therefore 

can he pretend from this Teſtimony againſt 

me? Does our Marty ſay, that they taught, 

That the Soul, even of their Hearers, wee 

Immortal by their own Nature. If he 

| knows of any Words of our Martyr to that 

- Purpoſe, let him produce them, if he can. 

15 That he neither does, nor can, pretend to 

do. All he ſays that may ſeem to look this 

beg. 13. WAY, is, That neither thoſe Preachers, nor 

8 our Martyr, add any Reſtraint or Exception 
whatſoever in what they delivered concer- 

ning the Immortality of Humane Souls. What 

then? Can he, at leaſt, produce any Words 

of either of them, which excluded all Re- 

ſtraints or Exceptions > Or dare he ſay, That 

all Reſtraints are, for that very Reaton, pre- 

ſumed to be excluded, becauſe they are not 

mentioned? As confident as he is, he dare 

not ſtand by the Conſequences that would 

follow from theſe Conceſſions, if they had in- 
deed been granted by him,. He could _ 
I ; 5 then 
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e Humane Soals.,, _ _ 
then avoid that Immortality in the higheſt 


Senſe, that more than Immortality (as Tertsl- 


Jian calls it) to Humane Souls, which would 


make Humane Souls as Immortal as God him- 
ſelf is, becauſe even this Immortality is not 
excluded. He knows it is not «ſua! to men- 
tion ' truly. defgned Exceptions, where Things 
are mentioned only incidentally, and where 
no Exigency of the Cauſe, or of the Adver- 
ſary, requires it, neither of which he can 


ſhew to have required it here. He refers us 


again to Apol, 11. f 28. where all the Father 
lays, is, That wicked Men are puniſhed, and 
good Men rewarded, after their Death; and 
that Chriſtians agreed with the Poets and Phi- 
loſaphers in this Particular; as if I had been 
of the ſame Mind. His making this an 
adequate Diviſion of all Mankind, is his own, 
not S. Juſtin s. But he ſay the Poets did not 
aſſign any to Annihilation. Neither is that 
obſerved concerning the Poets by S. Juſtin: 


Nor is S. Juſtin concerned to extend his 


Conſent to the Poets in any Particular 08 
mentioned by him. Bur my Opinion exempts 
as. many from Annihilation, as ſhall have the 
Goſpel preached to them in Hades, 
. His next Step, as he calls it, is from the 
Fragments of S. Juſtin, de Reſur. in Doct. Grabe 
Spicileg. Sec, x1. p. 192. There the Martyr af 
firms, That the Immortality of the Soul was 
a Doctrine caught by. Pythagoras and Plato, 
before our Saviour came to preach 4 nem and 4 
VV ſtrange 


\ 


Fi, 
His Second Step | 
anſwered. Sur . 
vival withour © 
Perperuity &© © 
called Immo- 
tality. 
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e Hope to Mankind. What that Sid 
ee. by him to be, appears 
from his following Words: zen, 5 do ir 5 
vi mT TY day v, wn Ty dg d poiꝶ lu d pdf- 
lav may. ane Th o doe v df Inedfay eh: Th 
ftrdnge and new Thing therefore was, That God 

omiſed not to pens one Incorruption with ane- 
2 Incorruption, but to make an Incorraption 
of that which had been Corruption mo 
Corruption here is the ſame with Death, and 
| Incorraption with Immortality, as in S. Paul, 
x Cor. XV. 50. And in both Places the Cen- 
orere is meant, though the ara Form of 
| —_ be uſed. Bur where is it faid, chat 
| Inmortality, hete ſpoken of, muſt be meane 
of an 3 by the Nature of the Thing 
it ſelf that is ſaid to be made immomtalꝰ? The 
contra is rather implied, becauſe what is 4. 
ready al byyits own Nature, cannot need 
to - made what it is ſuppoſed to be already, 
though what is Mortal by its own Nuture 
may eld be preſerved from actual Death, 
and fo immortalized (as that Vd fignifies 
no more than ſuch a Preſervation) | ai 1 
timate Union with a Divine and truly Immortal 
Nature. Where is it ſaid, that lanmortality 
implies Perpetuin, as that does which: -our 
Adverſaries are obliged, by the Exigeney of 
their Cauſe, to mean againſt us Other wiſe 
the Immortality of the Sow! (as it ſignifies no 
more than an actual Subſiſteneè of the Soul 


after the Death of the . is very recou- 


cilable - 
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wi wr A Seal. of fo 


State, provided that the Death of 4 Soul 


do not follow immediately from the Moment of 


its Separation from its Organical Body. But 
the Immortality here ſpoken of, cannot be ſuch 
as neceffarily implies Perpetuity. In the Caſe 


Reſurreffion by the Marcionites, againſt whom 
the Father was concerned in thi is Diſpute) 
one Immartality is ſaid to be reſerved for another. 
Phinty he ſuppoſes tro [mortalities of the 
val, 'whereof t e one is not to commence but 
fur the Expiration of the other, according to 


Soul after its Diſſolution from the Body ; One 
begins with its Separation; the other not till the 


5 Reſurrettion. The former Immortality can by 


v means be underſtood to be Perpetual, be- 


reftion.' Yet, as it is a ſeparate Subſiſtence 
of the Sn without the Body, it has the Name 
of Immortality. This Independence of the Soul, 


on the Organical Body, 1 never denied to be 


natural to the Soul as it is a Divine Breathing. 


Expreffions of 8. Tuſtin Martyr, S. Irena, 
Tertullian, to this Purpoſe. This is the 
Period wherein the Soul is ſaid not to periſh, 
though 
this, their Argument againſt the ſoremen- 

tloned Hereſj proceeds, that it would be no 


war * Argument of the Divine Power 
D 2 


and 


eilable wich irs actual Death in its ſep erate 


of the Seal (which was allowed to have a 


the different Periods of the Syrvival of the 


. cauſe it is, in courſe, to end at the Reſur- 


And this is all that is implied by the ſeveral. 


the Boay does. And,, ih regard of 
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and Goodneſs, to preſerve the Soul from periſh 
. ing then, and from long that Exiſtence of 
- which it had never been diſpoſſeſſed, as it would 
be to reſtore a Being to the Body which it had 

| Joſt ſo long before: That is meant, by the n. 
king Incorruption of that which had been Cor- 
 ruption before. However, thoſe Fathers are at 
. the ſame time as clear in aſſerting the Need 
the Soul, as well as the Body, had of a Ss- 
viour, who might tus it from periſbing 
even then, whom they make a Saviour only 
of a Part, if, according to the Doctrine of 
Marcion, he would only continue the Being of 
the Soul, which never had been loſt, without 
| reſtoring the Exiſtence to the. Body, of which 
the Boay had been ſo long diſpoſſeſſed. But this 


Salvation of the Soul, by continuing its Exi- 
_ Pence, plainly ſuppoſes that they did not be- 

lieve that the anaſſiſted Nature of the Soul was 

_ alone ſufficient for ſecuring eyen that Continu- 
ac nce; and that they muſt conſequently have 
believed it Mortal naturally : For only that 
Continuance of a Being can properly be called 
a Salvation of it, which would have ſuppo- 
ſed irs periſhing, if it ha. deen permitted to 
the Event of the ordinary Rules of. its own 
Nature. Theſe Things have been more fully 
made out in my juſt Defence, which the 
Reader may bo pleaſed to conſult for his 
fuller Satisfaction. This Immortality of Sur- 
vival, which did not include Perpetuity, we 
may eaſily grant to have been popul þ and 

| truly 


N 


Humane Salt. 63 
truly believed before the Revelations of the 
His Third Step is from the ſame Fragments, 12. 


, ; 5 + 5 *1 | ; e 7 Hu Third ep 
where our Martyr owns the Soul for a 4 of od, 


God, as it is his 2h, plainly relating to Sou), 5 irs 
it as a iv), the Divine Breath, in Contra- Nature, 4 
diction to the n.. In this Regard, he — 2 
makes it ever; owl our, to be ſaved by its own bled to ſurvive 
Nature. 8 ſays, it has F ia rw o ne, agg 
its Safety, from periſhing together with the ganicalBody ; 


4 


Boay, from it ſelf. He adds, that i e but nor to con- 
zap eur, eſcaping and ſurviving the Death of ee — 1 
the Body belongs to it on its own Account. ever. 

This is the ſame with its being reckoned = 
among thoſe Things which are Natura In- 8. Iron. L v. 
mortalia, quibus a ſus Natutà adeſt (the very .. 
Word % ſeems to have been in the Greek. 

Dr. Grabes Gloſſary has given an Inſtance = 
where it is ſo tranſlated by che ſame Latin In- 
terpreter of S. [reneus.) vivere; Immortal 

* by their own Nature, who by their own Nature 

are enabled to live, in a State of Separation 
from their Bodies. I think our Adverſary . 
cannot complain, that I have not done rhe 

utmoſt Juſtice to his Argument: Which yet 
would be more cogent, if we had been under 

any Obligation to take his Tranſlation of this 
Paſſage of S. Juſtin on his own Word. He 

has tranſlated ,, to perpetuate, and i, 
Perpetuity. And had this been right, that 
Souls had been entitled to Perpetuity by their @ 
ewn Nature, that would have been indeed de- 
VVV ciſwe; 
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St. J. M. of the Immortality © 
ciſive: And there could have been no Pre- 
tence for making them naturally ral in aux. 
Senſe, but ſuch as js aniverſalh eſſential ta Al 
Created Beings, as they ate no mote than 

Created, But Perpeiuii is not | iniplied. in 
either of theſe Greek Words. And his tranſle- 
ting it' ſo, had it been for want of SHU, 
might have gone as far to prove him 7literate, 

as any thing he has e to prove 30 

ſo. There had then been no need of adding 

ald to ones, Elr. V. 9. if nel had alone 


0 — 2 C * 


implied Eternity. A Thing is ſaid to be ſaved, 
that eſcapes preſent prriſhing in the Caſe of 
imminent Danger, how ſhort ſoever the Time 
be in which it does eſcape it. And the oneie, 
here aſcribed to the Soul by our Martyr, only 
- implies its eſcaping Death upon its Separation 
from the Orgavical Body, This I own to be: 
long to it by its own Nature, as it is a Di- 
wine Breathing, and upon Account of the 
particular Care and Providence it was entitled 
do as a Production of God himſelf. This was 
ſufficient for its 
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ufficient for its perſiſting in its Exiſtence after 
its Separation from the Body, if that God 
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would be pleaſed to continue to breath it, 
though ir had then no Boch to ſupport it. 
And this was the Way of continuing it, which 


was natural to it as a Divine Breathing. As 
ſuch a Breathing, it was ſuppoſed to have ge- 
ceived its Being from God, lagern breathed. 
s into the Organical Body, And its Being, be- 
* fore it was breathed into the Body, proved ſuch 
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an Indipendence on the Body, as would enable 

F to continue its Exiſfence alter its Separation 

from the Body, aq well as it was ſuppoſed to 

receive its Exiftence before its Entrance into that | 

ſame Bed. Let this did not ſecure the Per= © - 

wity of the Soul (if ſeparated from the Spirit) 

by the Doctrine of the ſame Father now men- 

tioned before, from his Dialogue with 7ryphon. 

. He there taught us, that the Soul can no lon- 

ger ſecure the Continuance of its Exiſtence 

when deſerted by the Conus vid, than the 

Boay can ſecure its own Exiſtence when ſepa- 

rated from the Sonl. And I have already 

. ſhewn, that by the Name of the Soul, in that 

Place, muſt be meant al that is in the Soal 

that is created; and that by the Spirit, nothing * 

cay be meant ſhort of that anmade ſelf-origi- Al 

nated Being which S. Juſtin in that ſame Place - 

owns to be only ane. Whence it will follow, 

that Humane Souls cannot, by the Reaſonings 

of our Holy Author, pretend to any Perpe- 

tuity by any Principal ingredient in this N. 

ture, and conſequently that the /mmertality, 

"Which is by him owned to be natural to Hu- 

mane Souls, cannot be ſuch as may entitle to 

a natural Perpetuity, which is that which has 

involved our modern Theology in ſo maxx 
"and ſo inexplicable Pee ee „ 
Thuz, I think, the Senſe of our Father 73. perpetui- 1H 

will be clear, if we may be allowed to ex- tyo Sarviral 13 
plain and limit what he ſays in theſe Fragments, 5 juin. 

by what he has delivered more expreſly in the aſcribed ro 1he ' 1Hl 
Dialegue wich Trophon, and if we will en- rag 9, 18 
ie D * deavour S. Iren us. RY: 
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need of remirtingour Ach der io fr for his 
Satisfaction in this Particular. In theſe very 


make him ſpeak %orſiftently. Bur there is na 


mortality not to t . 1 
= - bur to the u, the Embracement of that 
= which he calls 5 = oor Ce. I ſuppoſe 
1 Mr. Chiſhall confounded this with the Natur 


>. Chifbull, himſelf with obſerving, That S. Juſtin con- 
1 _ . Þ-112- ceived a Diſtinction betwixt Soul and Spirit, in 
uy which he always maintained the Immortality of 


| that which, in his Hypotheſis, he calls the Soul. 
It is well that he owns S. Juſtin Martyr to 
have approved this Diſtinctioun, which he elſe- 


e LX XXII. and Phil, and S. Pas!, and many 
mn Chriſtian Fathers, thoſe eſpecially who were educa- 


* 


was undoubredly the Caſe of the able and 


Danger of their being led into any Error by 
Plato, whilſt they followed him no farther 


e over: rules theſe better by incomparably 


duns himfelf, at leaſt, ſuſpicious that 8. Juſtin 
did not believe that, which i» hi Hypathefts he 
cherefore is, that out holy Father always 
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deavour. to reconcile him with himfelf," * to 


F. a. Fragments, St. Fuſtin aſcribes the Cauſe of In- 
= N Nature of the Soul it ſelf, 


Immortalis in S. Irenaus, and therefore pleaſes 
our better Part, whatever he may have ſaid of 


where is ſo unwilling to own. Vet it is no 
more than what he elſewhere owns of the 


ted in the Study of the ſame Philoſophy. © This 


beſt Judges among them. Bur there was no 


than S. Paul himlelf did. Though, I confeſs, 


mmeaner Aithorities, It is alſo well thar he 


4 1 5 
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e Humane Souls 37 
maintained the Immortality of our better Pare, 
Yet it is manifeſt, that the better Part, he 
ſpeaks of, muſt be contradiſtinguiſhed to what, | 
iu his Hypotheſis, he calls the Son: So that 
even that Hypotheſis will ruin Mr. Chiſbull's, 
if that better Part be no Ingredient in the 
Souls of all Men from the Time of their V. 
tivi, but a Principle perſectly extrinſeca and 
adſcititions; and oppoſed to our whole Souls in 
their utmoſt Extent of his own aa , as 4 
they are common to «ll Men. And that this 
was the Senſe of S. Juſtin, the Word apa 
a might have given him juſt Reaſon co 
ſuſpect, which plainly implies the claſping and 
twiſting of a new Subſtance, like that of che 


Foy or the Vine about the Trees by which 
they are ſupported, of which they were no Ori- 
ginal Part. But the Phraſe of H U odor C 
muſt needs be the 'aunZa3, as it ſigniſies the 
ſame with 1% Souls is daun, 8. ohn V. 26. 
and is appropriated to the Perſons of the ever 
Bleſſed-7rinity. So it imports a Being ſelf- 
originated, and not being beholden for irs Life 

to any other Being without it ſelf, that 
might make its own Life precarious, if its Life 
depended on the Pleaſure of that other Being, 

t ſignifies allo an Original of Life to others,” 
and is the ſame with Zi ſimply, according @ 
to our Mattyr in this Dialogue; B. ws ty Col Dial, cun 


Rp, dhe 7 & nerd Cl 5% due. This is di- ph. 7.224. 
ectly contrary to, the Cale of them who havee 

Life by Participation only, which yer, I be- 
Voda 


— — " 


St. J. M. of. the Immortality © 
lieve, our Adverſaries themielyes will not de- 

ay to be the Caſe of Humane Souls, when 
they ſhall be pleaſed. to conſider ir. But 

this 1 leave to 505, in conſidering, the other 
Places of our Martyr, That 20, in the Dia 
logue, is oppoſed to the Soul it i, and denied 

to belong to it any other wiſe than by Parti 
cipation. The Soul therefore is ſaid there 
ce, to live, not to be 200, Lite ic fo So 
the Doctrine of S. Js þ will 2c exactly pa- 
tallel with that of 8. Venæus, l. V. c. 9. 
' Where he diſtinguiſhes that which ſeves and 
Figures, and that which is united and formed, 
which is the Hleſb, and makes the Soul the 
middle between the other Two, of which, the 
| former is the Spirit, Nor can that Spirit be 
Anderſtood of any other Spirit that is common 
© to ul Manbind, but only of that Divine Spirit 
Which is the Third Perſon in the Trinity 
The Salvnien that is aſcribed to it by both 
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that the 7eſt of Mankind, Who do net qualify 
thethſclves by che forementioned Conditions, 
apy of it. Let Mr. Chiſhell, or any other 

k our Adverſaries, apply theſe Things, if 


they can, to that Created Spirit which is cm- 
mon to all Humane Souls antecedently to their. 


Chriſtian Baptiſm. 8. Irenæus, on the contrary, 
ſuppoſes ſeveral to. want the Spirit that he 
ſpeaks of. Quotquot ergo (fays he) id quod 
u & format in vitam non habent, hi conſe- 
guenter erunt & uocabuntur caro &. anguis, quippe 
qui non habent Spiritum Dei in ſe : * So many 


* therefore as have not that which ſaves and 


+ e * 


and will be called Fleſh and Blood, beca 
they have not the Spirit of God within the 


reckoned as dead to God, becauſe they have 


a4 £ / 


Spiritus Dei in eq. tanquam ſponſus ad ſponſam : 
* That the Spirit of God may be delighted in it 


the Bride.” This can be no other but the 


Divine Spirit which dwells in us, as a God in 


a Temple. None but the Spirit of Chriſt wha, 
is Our Nuptial dppabar, . ya alen ce 
himſelf, who is ruh the Myſtical Bridegraom, 
is leid tg be in gu, the Zope of Glory, Many 


* 


Io 4 ö 5 «©. Fe * 
* HT 2 \ 
13 * ; Ws $5 4 
” 1 * - ws * * * * 
” 5 ” 


thoſe, he affirms what follows : Conſfitunnt in 
car Albus ſais Spiritum Dei: Suppoſing again, 


* firms unto Life, theſe conſequently will 5 
* ſelves. ** Thence he ſhews, that they re 
vot this Spirit, quoniam non habent SpiritarÞ qui | | 


viviſcer howinem. He adds further, that God 
requires that his Temple be pure, ut delectetur 


* as the Bridegroom does at the Preſence of 


morg 


58 
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560 St.. J. M. of the Immortaliy ' 
more Things, to the ſane” Purpoſe, might. 
be added from other Chapters of the ſame 

Father, where he treats of the ſame Argu- 
ment. Bur theſe I think ſufficient to con- 

' vince Mr. Chiſbull, if he can find in his Heart 

to yield to Conviction, how manifeſtly he is 

raiſtaken, when he aſcribes the Immortality 
(attributed to this Spirit) to the Mature of 

any Part of the Humane created Soul, In all 

theſe Steps, this poſitive Gentleman has not 

made the leaſt Advance for proving any Thing 
a4enied by us, but proves himſelf guilty of the 
| Miſtakes with which he is ſo willing to charge 
40 But he endeayours to evade the plain 


* 


13 —_ 4 Words of this Dialogue, by expounding them 
mentioned by Oft Myſtical Death, which was allowed by 
8. Juſtin, & even the higheſt Modern Patrons of the Va- 
Bebe rural Immortality of Hlumant' Souls. Still for- 
but ſuch as in. geben the expreſs Words of our Martyr pro- 
plied Non. exi- duced by me, wherein he explains his Mean. 


a / by the Word Death, that it was Non- 
w © exiſtence. , Forgetting withal, that thoſe Pa- 
trons of Natural Immortality allowed of a 
| Natural Mortality of thoſe ſame Beings, as not 
inconſiſtent with the Natural. Immortality de- 
fended by them, which Thad before warned 
bim, to be ſufficient for my Purpoſe, even that 
which is Eſential to them, as Creatures. With- 
al, he was not aware that this My/ical Death 
tended to a Real Death of Non. exiſtenre, ac- 
cording to the Opinion of thoſe who _ * 
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ved any ſuch Thing as Real Death in that 
Senſe: ax all. They who believed nothing to 
have a Beginning or End of Exiſtence, made 
Death a Diſappearance, and Life to be only a 
new. Appearance of that which did exiſt, tho 
it did not appear before. So when they made 
the Deſcent of the Soul into Genefis to be a 
Death, 'in gegard of the Heavenly Life for- 
merly poſſeſſed by it; their Meaning was, 
That the ſame Soul, from thenceforward, 
ceaſed to 22 in Heaven, and began to ap- 
pear. in the lower Sublunary Regions, by its 
ſenſible, Operations. And, on the contrary, 
when any 7 hing was by them ſaid to die, 
all they intended by that Expreſſion, was, 
That it ceaſed to appear in the /ower Regions, 
and began to appear in the Heavenly. So So- 
crates in Plato underſtood Euripides, when, 
ſpeaking of the Difference between the Cæ- 
leſtials and Subcæleſtials, he makes their Life 
to be a Death to as, and our Life to be a2 
Death to them. This was the Senſe of the 

old Pythagoreans, for whom the Platoniſts had 
a great Regard. But it admitted no ſuch 

Thing as Death in our modern Senſe. And 
therefore it cannot be thought ſtrange, that 
a Myſtical. Death, in ſuch a Senſe as that, 
mould have 20 Relation to a State of Non- 
exiſtence. But this cannot be pretenged on 
the Principles of thoſe, who thought Death 
to be a State of Non · exiſtence, as, it is plain, 
our Martyr did, in expreſs, Words, as well as 


the 
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And therefore, by che ſame Reaſoning, . hee 


3” ever the Myſtical Union with the Spiric is 


Claim te Inmertality, and is left to chat Ne- 


dme incurred even 


: thing in its Natural Confticution that could 


ffente for 5 ſin 
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atin therefore ow gl 

dae ao having — _ 

— on che Divine Spirls, as the / 
is |» 


Life, in order to the continuance of ity Ex. wich 
fence, that when ever the Spirit ceaſes to i ['accot 
Auence it, it muſt immediately See e be. to 


ſolves, it lofts that Divine Natere, which is 
the only Mane by which alone it can lay 3 


ture, Which, by theſe Principles, xr 
Sate to eres i from atFual Deus 

4 that — — 
rel any more than Adam 

upon his apt — of that Sis, 'by which 
ws. of Death. Bur be i- 


mediately became naturally Mortal, even as 
to his Body, which had, thence forward, no. 


67755 it from per? 80 Le Seal. -havi 


its Droid N Le, a | 
rar Influences of 'the — which * = 
+ 


draws at pleaſure, and can rhetefore pj 
it no Secrrity for Fe. continuance of irs 

7 Moment, mach kſs for 

ok, WW Death therefore, in Nea 

foni 2 thck 1 (which are plains 

73 E "Princh les of this Father) muſt infer, 

zough ox Aud Death, yet mot certain 


* 


Ls 2 : SN. Os \ CE, f 
F 3» TEEN s "tb 8 2 *T "<A 
EY N Ly a þ * — 
J * 8 4% WY c = PEE) 4 
I . — AN. 
* * « 
© | * 
s . ö 


ly Atul Mortal pes 0 pa ewe when 
Divine Spirit bee rm 1) it) utterly 
nabe to 2. its own Continuance for any 
the leaft ine. A 8 Fort SS 
Nor is chis Preſence of the Spee the ſame 12 
I with that by which ll Crearures "ff, upon 7his influence 
F'account gf that Dependency" $ efſential 1 io Toile 
to them, as Creatures, The — awing of ring Humane 
that immediately, diſables them to exiſt at 


all, Souls, 2 not 


even «val, which is not the Been of the that an ligt 
witharabing of the Baptiſmal Spirit as a new all Same, 
Natere, and a Conſtituent of the Perfect Man. 2 | 
No Creature here can pretend to it, but Men. cally fon. cy fo ther 
Nor can any Man x to it 

Baptiſm. Vet they continue their 
without it, which they 
that general Providemtial Sapport of the ſame 
Spirit, without which no Creature wharſoever 
can ſ«bfift for one Moment. And as Man exi- 
fed, before he had the Divine Spirit in Bap 
tiſm by the Native Powers of his Mortal 
ture, as ſettled by the Rules of General Pro- 
yams whilft nothſtanding the ſame Divine 
t ſupported him as an Extrinfick Princi- 
„but no Ingredient of his exnobled Nature 
80, Her the withdrawing of the ſame Spirit 
as a Divine Natare, he fill continues his Exi- 
Pence, whilſt che ſame Spirit is pleaſed to 
continne_his Extrinfick ſupporting Influences, 
chough as no Ingredient of the Humane Na. 
tur chat is ſepported by it. That is certainly 
this Caſe ef che Dane vb are thus 5 
b © 


res 
could »ot do without 
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-- .- Fare, an 


Mortal, may per thi 
che Divine; Spirit as a Natore for a time, 
'  . though it cannot ſecure its Continuance for 
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| ported by the Spirit, in order to the qualify- 
ing them for. ſuffering an Eternal Puniſhment, 
though he. be, withdrawn from them, and chat 
irrevocably, as he is a Divine Nature, and, as 
 ſsch, entitling thoſe who have him ſo to a 
ly Eternal, on account of that Na- 
iu, and therefore proper. and nag ally Im- 
mortal. This Natural Mortality therefore, of 
. _ the Humane Soul, muſt be more than that 
which is ſential to all Creatures, as Creatures, 
| becauſe the Being ſo ſuppoſed to be watwraly 


+4 


b  F 
Lo 


ever. For no Creature can ſubſiſt without that 
Jupport which is eſſential to it, as a Creature, 
for ſo much as one ſingle Moment, This 
therefore mult ſuppoſe a more precarious De- 
pendenee on the Pleaſure of the Spirit, than 
that of other: Creatures, becauſe that more 
| general Preſente and Support of the Spirit, 
which is alone ſufficient ro preſerve other Crea- 
tures, is not ſufficient to intitle Souls to that 
Security from periſhing, without that ſpecial 

Preſence and Union of the Divine Spirit, which 
cannot be l without our Chriſtian 
Baptiſm. And the Reaſon. of this peculiar 
Dependence of Humane Souls on the more 
Arbitrary Pleaſure, of the Divine Spirit, ſeems 

to be derived from the Nature of the Saul, as 
a Ereathing, which can continue no. longer 
than the Sreather plecſes, who is not obliged 
tvs EY „ * 
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to Sia doubt it wh ever.” This there - 
fore muſt be a peculiar Mortality, derived from 
peculiar Nature of the Soul, as that Na- 


the 
ture is Re 1 from the Nature of other crea- 


ted Beings. - l 
But Mr. ci defends his Nodion W 
en Join our Dialogue, as he is pleaſed to name j. 
underſtand by it, not every Soul, which is -wweyd in "if 
the moſt obvious Interpretation of Mon, but prov s Phe- 
the Whale Soul, including all its Parts and 4en, has no 
Faculties, whergof he grants ſome not to ſur- © —_— 2 
vive its Diſſolution from the Body, which yet ; 8. Juſtin 
he will not grant to be the Caſe of any one 
whole Soul, He pretends therefore, that our 
Marty's Paſſage had regard to the Words of 
Plao in his Phadon, where he denies Mac Pag. 109. 
Death is wits d, Which he ſo interptets 
as to make it imply, that Death is not an 
— Et $abraneer, i. E. all that which 
it Heck. Meaning of the 8 of the 
Sel. He therefore fancies, that mis may 
be thought to have. crept into S. Juſt in, in 
imitation of mynis in Phadon. But a little 
Reſpite to conſider, would have let him ſee, 2% 
that ume could not agree with , either | 
in S. Faſtin, or in Plato. Nor did Plato in- 
deed intend it ſhould. The Subſtantive re- 
ferred to by him was and, the Body, not J, 
the Son. His Meaning therefore is, That 
when Death ſeparates the So from the Body, 
it does not however ſo ſeparate it from the 


whole Boch, but that the Wickedneſſes contra- 
oh \. Red 


which it was to 
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the whole Boch, ſo long as ſuch Corporeal Pol- 
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| mortality 
Qed by the Body ſtill remained, and had the 
ſame Effect upon the Soul as the Body had, in 
hindering the 2 from * in or 
ven, and in expofing it to thoſe Carporeal Pains 

Tuffer in Hades from Corpo- 
real Agents, for its Purgation from "theſe Cor- 
poreal Feculencies, with which it could never 
expect to arrive at thoſe happy Manſions of 
pure Spirits, So Plato explains himſelf in 
that very Place. This he makes the EY” 
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that wicked Perſons might make, if their 
Death had been ſuch a Separation of their 


Souls from their whole Body, m ra Le . 
dmanayi, The Event of its being ſo, he 
makes to be, ne N 7 wud: dun dmn- 
Ach, x; ws 9 xaxlas 4 . That 


when ſuch wicked Perſons die, they ſhould be 


at once delivered from the Body, and from the 


, | from which he had before called 
them ws, ill Men,] which fil remained 


with the Soul. Here it is manifeſt, that 
ous is the Subſtantive to mvrns, from which 
Death is ſaid to be an 4nweyi. And it is 
further manifeſt what is added by the Word 
aur, above. what is included in the Body 
alone, that it is the wie which ſtill ticks. by 
the Soul after its departure from the x 
yet as a Relick of the Boa it ſelf, and of the 
Contagion derived to the Soul by its having 
formerly been in the Body. This made ſuch 
a Death not reckoned as a Diſſolution from 


lation, 
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tian here of the Parts or Faculties of the 
Soul, to which Mr. Chiſpull would fain refer 
the Unerſal Particle. This is what the 


* * mW WP 


the Soul carries nothing with her to Hu- 


by her former Conjunction with the Body, ) 
alu + mudtias 1 regie, belides what the 
had received from her Inſtructions, and her 
way of Education. Still plainly relating to 
her Manners and Habits acquired by the Cu- 
foms to which ſhe had been inured here. 
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calls them, who ſtrily obſerves the No- 
tions of Plato, in his Deſcription of Hades. 


the ſame account of their Original from the 
Bady. . And to theſe the ſame Poet aſcribes 


all the Miſcries ſuffered by ſuch Souls in their 


ſeparate State, as Plato does in the fame Phe- 

„. The Scripture alſo uſes the lite Forms 
of Speech, importing that all our Inmortali- 
ties are to be imputed to Mortal Bodies. The 
Kingdom of Death, and the Hingdom of Sin, 
are aſcribed to the Body of Death, and the 
Body of Sin. And the Law of Sin is ſaid to 
be in our Members, Rom V. 23. And we 
are accordingly required to mortify thole 
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lations adhered to the Soul after its departure 
from the groſſer Organical Body. No Men- 


ſame Philoſopher adds afterwards, That 
des, (that is, of what ſhe had contracted 


The Greeks call them the pee of "ray, on 


Members of ours upon Earth, Col. III. 5. b7 
wortifying the Sins there mentioned. * 


*, 
* 


Theſe are therefore gr peſtes, as Virgil virg. An. VI. 


> phat Phenm. 


P. Jog. 


125. Sin. Ba. 


ſeries of Hades, by Plato's Doctrine as well 


8. . M 22 * 50 ö —9 
ſo Pleaſures are ſaid to war in our Members, 
St. 7am. IV. 1. To theſe, St, James imputes 
Wars and PFightings. . Exactly as Plato does 
in the ſame Phædon: Kat 53 mi, * e 
wed a6 d dM maphye, 5 al wwe, x92, af TETs end- 
u. For nothing elſe gives occafion for Wars, 
and Seditions, and Fightings, but the Body and 
its Luſts. I know not why St. James might 
not have theſe Words of Plato in his Few, 
when he wrote this. This Body of Death 
therefore is to be moniſied, chis Fleſd and 
Blood muſt be ſrbdued, which cannot enter in- 
10 the Kingdom "of Heaven, wor inherit rs 
ruption, 1 Cor. X\ . FO. That is, the 
ture from the whole Body, which Plato o 
would be ſo beneficial for the Wicked, in te- 
ference to their future State, becaule it would 
deliver them from tht we it ſelf, which 
makes them wicked, and liable to all 'the N 


as that of the x wes. So extremely 
miſtaken Mr. Chiſhull 15, in referring: the 
Word ms to the Soul, which the ve 
Gender might have warntd him to be impol⸗ 
ſible. How would he have inſulted yes for 
this, had you been guilty of it, who does fo 
for a Miſtake, which his other Charges 
#ſually do) proves ar length to be his own > 


.48. p 16. Muſt we therefore call him 71iterate ? —— 
of . Jull we ſay, he cannot ſpell Greek, or ſen wy 


again to School to learn it? Muſt we ſay, 
did not know the Gender he ſo A. 


miſtakes ? 
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f Humane Souls. +. 1 
XIX am far from thinking ſo. He - 

knows very well, that mlyTes Cannot be ſabſti- 
tuted in the Place of e, in S. Juſtin. He 
therefore dares not ſay that e has crept 
in inſtead of mivrs, but in Imitation of it. 
However, he may learn, even from hence, 


that literate Perſons may be guilty of groſs 


Mftakes, when they have a Cauſe to ſave by 


them. I heartily therefore wiſh, that he 
could be more Modeft in his Cenſures, if for 
no other Cauſe, yet for this, for fear they 
may fall on his own Head. 2 


But neither is it ſo certain, as this Gentle- _, 2 
man ſuppoſes, that S. Juſtin muſt, in this Dia. ing F pico 


legue, have had any Regard to the Paſſage of and s. Joſtin, 


Plato in his Phedon. All our Adverſary pre- „ ** Uſe of 


the ſame 


| tends for it, is, that the Word Ep warov is uſed Word, are 
by both of them; as if a Word ſo common in Perfechy diffe- 


Greet Authors could not have been borrowe deze. Chiu 
by our Martyr from any but Plato: As if, grants that 


| ſuppoſing he had taken it from Plato, he might Part of the 


nor, however, have uſed it by way of Al _ 
laſſon, concerning a Subject different from that 3 ir aves 
of Plato. This is ſo far from being unlibely, _—— | 
that it really ſeems to have been the Cale. vantage 70 


I have already cleared the Senſe of Plato con- 3 2 


a cerning the ap ea ov mentioned by him, LO fin ſuppoſes it 
wicked Perſons, by the Separation of their Souls would b. 


from all Body, that it would free them from 
all Evil that might deſerve a Puniſhment in 


their ſeparate State. That of S. Juſtin is, 
That the Death of their Souls would reſcue all 


E 3 * ſuch 
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St. J. M. of the Immortality 
ſuch Perſons from any Poſſibility of Puniſhment, 
ho much ſoever they had deſerved it. For 
this, I appeal to another parallel ma, Sa 
the ſame Author, where he uſes the ſame 
Mord, and with the ſame Defign, as here. It 
is in his 1ſt Apol. which formerly was taken | 
for the 2d, where, ſpeaking of the Death of 
the former Emperors, he adds theſe Words: 
Omg el d, dyarSnolev se, FE PMATON d, l 
; mis ed\yots ma ow, ? 24. 4 hich, if- it had ended in 
Inſenfibiliiy, would have been an Advantage to 
all unjuſt Perſons. That fixing this Senſe, I 
take to be deciffve againſt our Adverſaries. Iy 
ſhews, that no Myſtical Death, ſhort of An- 
nihilation, can reach the Defign of our Saint 
in the Death by him aſcribed to Humane Souls. 
» Becauſe no Death but ſuch a one can reach the 
Expreſſion uſed by him concerning it; of 
© wi du, Non-Exiſtence, in the Didlogue, and 
of dra, Inſenfibility, in the Apology. None 
but that can ſecure Humane Souls from feeling 
the Puniſhments of the future State. Again, 
in that, the Parts of the Soul, which Mr. Chiſ- 
hull owns Mortal, that is, extinguiſhed at the 
Separation from the Body, are nothing to the 
Purpoſe of S. Faſtin, relating to the Puniſb- 
ments of the future State. Nothing can ſecure 
from that, but the Deſtruction of that Mr. CBM 
hull perſwades us to be Immortal. So long as he 
maintains the natural Immortality of that Part of 
4 the Soul which is the only Object of the Pa- 
1 viſbments of Hades, he can give no tolerable 
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Account of the Advantage wicked Men could 
| ro a of the reſt of it, which 
periſh 


ie ſuppoles to periſh at its Diſſolution from the 
Body, by the Principles of 8. Juſtin. | 
But the greateſt Difficulty of all, is in thole _ 1. 
Words of our Chriſtian Old Man, where he 5 wr _ 
tells us, that wicked Souls are Puniſhed ſo long Puniſhment | 
as Cod is pleaſed that they ſhould be, and be 2 ſome wicked 
Puniſhed. And Frrors Sw are more excu- „ ſting 
ſable, becauſe the reading of the Place is not ban che Pu- 
ſo unconteſtable as were to be wiſhed ; and nien t %, 
becauſe there is no Variety of MSS. for judging andi me be, if 
concerning it. The MS, Words by me tran- ll Puniſh- 
flared, ſo long as, are is dy in the Original Paris pon 
Edition. Mr. Chiſhull tranſlates them, if 
but pretends no Reaſop for his doing ſo, and 
for his wholly prætermitting the firſt Particle. 
This muſt have been Blundering or Falfification, 
bad any done ſo beſides himſelf. For my 

Part, I charge him with neither. Yer there 

is a manifeit Intereſt of his Cauſe that is ſer- 

ved by it. By this Means, he has reduced 

the Two Caſes of thoſe whom God is pleaſed to 

puniſh for a longer, and for a ſhorter while, to 
this One, of their being puniſhed at all, as if 
all Puniſhments, according to our Martyr, 
had been of the ſame Duration. Hence he p. 173. 
infers, that all Souls are reſerved to the Day of 
Judgment, and then are afterwards awarded to 4 
State either of Happineſs or Puniſhment. All 

the Ground, that I know, that he has for 

ſäaying ſo, is, 3 Old Man had 
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; 8 the N the Wicked 2 
erved in a worſe Place, expecting in the mean 
. the Day J Judę ment. Bur how can he 
ſhew, that it was S. Juſtin s Deſign to include 
all Souls under one of the Members of this 
Diviſion? Why muſt Infants or Idiats, who 
had no free Will, nor were capable of Lans, 
or of Doings, Actions either rewardable or pu- 
niſhable, be included > Why muſt he include 
all who died before the Goſpel, or all who lived ¶ rake 
after, yet who never could hear of it, or of as tl 
any future Judgment after the End of the I curit 
World denounced by it, when Hades it (elf ¶ Ex! 
ſhould expire with the diſſolving World > that 
What Exigency of his Cauſe could oblige him the! 


to mean thoſe, who were never likely to hear Wreck 


of his Denunciations of that Judgment, or of ara 
their own Obligation to prepare themſelves for are 


tit, by comphing with the — which was | ua? 


the only Divine Revelation by which they Þ| whic 
could know of it? He pretends dying, and may 
being puniſhed, to be ſynonymous in the Reaſon» fant. 
ings of this Father: But without the leaſt Pare 
Reaſon for it, beſides his own Word. Can. IWCaſe 
he pretend ajing, as it is explained by not FWferet 
being, to be the ſame alſo with being PA- long 
ſbed? How will he then account for the men 
deu of the Damned by dying, if even their ¶ chat 
Dying could not ſecure them from Eternal Pu- Dea. 


niſimentꝰ How will he make the Iuſenſbi- ant 


lity, which in his Apology he makes to be the N whi 
cher, the Advantage wicked Men would of 1 
| . =. reap : 
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reap by Death, to be Puniſbment, where there 
bf no Senſe of the Iuflictions > Why 
ſhould'he reckon their Being, and their being 
puniſhed, * 77 9 rode Su, ſo diſtinctly „ AS di- 
ſtinct᷑ and ſeparable Effects of the Divine Plea- 
ſ#re > Can he ſay, that F h 4 wi I, 
are the ſame with being Puniſbed alſo? It is 
very manifeſt, that the Death and Now-Exi- 
ſtence here ſpoken of, are ſo far from being 
taken for the ſame with their being * 
as that Death is ſuppoſed to be the only Se- 
curity from Puniſhment, and that Life and 
Exiſtence are ſuppoſed to be granted with 
thar Deſign, to qualify Criminals for ſuffering 
the Puniſhment allotted to them. He therefore 
reckons two States of Souls not entitled to Re- 
wards ; of thoſe that Die, and of thoſe which 
are Punifhtd : Tire e Y Am,, , of Lungs x; P. 223. D. 
une. Plainly ſuppoſing, that the Souls 
which die ſuffer no Puniſhment at all. Why 
may not this be the Caſe of Unbaptixed In- 
fants and Lunaticks > Then (in the Place we 
are now concerned for) he makes different 
Caſes of the Puniſhed, according to the dif- 
ferent Periods to which God is pleaſed to pro- 
long the Lives of thoſe on whom the Puniſh- 
ments were to be infliffed. So plain it is, 
that with our Holy Father, Life, rather than 
Death, is taken for the inſeparable ren, 

without 


tant of Puniſhment, as being that 
which they can have no Perception of the Pain 
of Puniſhment, Being therefore with him is 


the - 
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the ſame with Life, as Death is the ſame 
with not being, and therefore cannot be the 
| fame with that Myſtical. Death, which is ſup- 
ſed to imply no more than a being miſera- 
12 And according 1 the Duration of the 
Puniſbment is ſuppoſed to anſwer exactly the 
Life of the puniſhed Criminal. So that the 
who haye the long eſt Life, are therefore 497 
to the moſt laſting Puniſhment; and they whe 
die ſooner, are the ſooner 4s from the Suf- 
ferings to which they had been adjudged. 
Therefore it is that he gives fo. diſtinct an 
Account how it is, that God has the Power 
of prolonging or ſhortening the Lives of Hu- 
mane Souls more at his arbitrary Diſpoſal, than 
the Annihilation of ather Things, where God 
has confined himſelf by the Rules of his own 
Providence. That the continuing the Squl's 
Exiſtence, after its Diſſolution from the Body, 
depending on this quickening Spirit, which is 
20 Part of the Humane Nature derived from 
' Anceſtors by Univocal Generation, but ſuperior 
to it, and a Favour to which God is not obli- 
ged by any Debt to the Humane Nature it ſelf ; 
he is therefore at perfe Liberty, by his own 
Rules, to grant this Preternatural and Super- 
vatural Principle for as longor as ſhort Time as 
himſelf thinks fit to continue the Being, in or- 
der to the Continuance of its Puniſhment. 
This Reaſoning plainly ſuppoſes, that neither 
all Puniſhments, nor therefore all the Lives 
of che puniſhed Souls, are of equal Duration, 
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be if they hall been all ually 

Bund 22 of does not hl en ol qu 

; the Damned, z dmg i in, as he had 

in he Caſe of thoſe that are Theſe 

gs are eaſily ſatisfied, if the wilder Pu- 

{ — of thoſe who ſuffer only for Offen- 

| ces relating to. this Life, expire with Hades, 

which is it ſelf to expire with the General 

Fudement ; and the ſeverer Puniſhment allot- 

ted to them who are to partake. in that Pa- 

niſbment which was not ed for Men, but 

for the Devil and his Angels, who are reſerved 

in Chains of Darkneſs for the Judgment of that 

Day, the Zartarus, the Bottomleſs Pit, which 

begins from the Fudg mem, from thence 

Laſts to all Eternity. Nor do I ſee what 

Mr. Chiſtull will gain to his Cauſe, asto the 

Caſe concerned in it, by his own Interpreta- 

tion: Others (ſays he) are puniſhed, if God ?-108. 

Pall be willing that as nos Be, ana be puniſhed. 

He elſewhere expreſſes it thus: They ſhall be P. 113. 

continued under Puniſhment, of G Mp they 

. ſhould be canſerꝰ d in Being. Why ſhould any 

Doubt be made, whether God would be wi 

ling they ſhould Be, if himſelf had made it 

a Debt to their Nature, that they ſhovld be ſo 

continued in their Being? But his Inference is 

yet ſtranger, That if they are ut conſerved, 

it muſt be his exerting ſome E xtraordinary AG 
Power, ang by ſtepping ont of his uſual Courſe, 

depriggng the Soul TIF. Privilege with which 


e had firſ endued it. Mr. Chiſhall cannot pre. 
eng 
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St. J. M. of the Immortality 
tend any thing Extraordinary, in ſuſſcring other 
Dunn: co er the Borg with 
which God had before endued them, having 
deſigned them at firſt a Contingency of exiſting, 

or not exiſting. And the way of producing 
our Humane Souls by breathing, implies no 
ſuch Privilege why he muſt zever ceaſe to 
breath what he freely breathed at firſt. Let 

Mr. Chiſbull produce any Rule of Providence, 
if he can, by which God has abridged himſelf 

of this Liberty, which the Nature of the AZ, 
dy which the Soul is produced, does nat abridge 
him of. If he cannot, he will not be able 
to deny but that forbearing to breath, the Saul 
is as reeular a Way to deprive it of its Being, 
as Breathing had been formerly for conferring 
it. Dr. Mills Tranſlation of i: 4, by fince, 
zs till leſs probable. Perhaps he might 
think i-w/fr, as Mr. ChiſhsU might i,, to 
have been the Word uſed in the Original of 
our Chriſtian Philoſopher. - But ts I take 
for the eafteſs Change, as being only by one 
Letter omitted by the Librarian. For itis not 
eaſy to diſtinguiſh when 5s ſtands for / only, 
and when for in the MS. And 4: &, is 
2 Form of Speech frequent in our Canonical 
and Sacred Writers, and is uſed by S. Faſtin 
himſelf elſewhere in the ſame Dialogue, 
P. 353. A. Withal, it gives a Senſe moſt 
agreeable to the Principles on which our Au- 

_ thor reaſons, i 


Yet, 
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Vet, after all, our Adverſaries have at? 19. 
tempted, even themſelves ſeem diſtruſtful of 7 — 
their owz Performance in reference to the Te- ſelves ſem di- 
ftimony of this particular Father. Had it not frofiful f 
been ſo,” I know not why ſo many Sons of fes, rl k 
che A — c gland ſhould intraduce what Teftimoby. 

I they ſay with ſo many cautionary Limitations j / 5 nf 

| of The Credit of Fathers in N eſpecially xg if 
If choſe of them who had been formerly bred in Gods in Ho- 
che Schools of the Philoſophers, particularly **** 
that of Plato, which was 2 Caſe 

of Learned Conyerts to the Chriſtian Religion. 
Theſe are Proviſions to avoid an Obligation to 
be concluded by them, however dcciftve ſuch 
Teſtimonies might prove in Fayour of u. 

I have already taken particular Notice of 

Mr. Chiſball, how > ment he is of what our 
Martyr ſays, concerning that which, in his MWpo- 

ff thefis, be calls the Soul, p. 112. He has with- 
al entred general Exceptions againſt whatever 
our Murtyy can fay in this * He 
diſparages it, as ſaid only in an Epiſoae, p. 1 15. 
— interwoven into the Father's Warks, 

p. 123. Yet he does not pretend it to be in- 
ternoven by another than the Auhor of the 
whole Dialogue. Nor can he give any Reafor 

why the ſame Author ſhould nor ſpeak his own 
Sentiments in this Occaftonal Introductory Dia- 
logue, as in the Principal. Proclus ſuppoſes 
Plato to have done ſo in the Dialogue of Solon 
with the Ægypiian Prieſt, and the Hiſtory 

of the Atlantis therein mentioned, as intro- 
——5 ON ny ae 


P. 123. | 


P. 124. 


* * ” þ * N 7 "WR * 4 
* 5 5 7 5 ä d & „ RET "WER 
* * * 2 \ A 2s FISY , » mA” 1 
. PRE, 24 z LN 7 7 =". y 
* 12 1 « „ „ , 
4 e 
” * 5 it, 1 . -o 
* — ” 
„ 


 duffory to the Timew, Much more Regfon 


that he Would make uſe of any but ſuch as 
himſelf thought moſt ſolid and concluſive, and 
| hoſt agreeable, to the Principles of that ſame 


into the Mouth of 4 Genius, 4 Demon, (whom 


- himſelf came by that Favour not commonly 


| To have uſed any ſuch, without giving any 
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there is to think ſo, when the Martyr. is gi- 
ving an Account therein of the Reaſons that I carn 
had prevailed with him to embrace the Chri- I 7 ,, 
ſtian Religion. Here it is no way credible, : 


Religion then profeſſed by him. Mr. Chiſbull 
54 further, — what is there ſaid, is put 


he elſewhere calls a 22 ) a Saperlunary 
Being, whom he R Language 
ee to their own Kind. To this Purpoſe 

e refers the Language of the Gods in Homer. 
This is to banter all that is ſaid here as un- 
intelligible by Mortals, and infignificent in any 
Diſputes depending on ir. But how could 
S. 2 himſelf pretend to underſtand that 
Celeſtial Language 2 How could he put 
Words into the Mouth of ſuch a Perſon, which 
even hi fe could not underſtand 2 If he 
did, why did he not give ſome Account how 


nted to Sublunary Beings. And where can 
r. Chiſbull pitch on any one Word in all 
this Dialogue that was not intelligible to Try- 
phon, and ſuch others of that Age as were 
converſant in the Matters there diſputed of: 


rational Account why he did ſo, would have 
expoſed his own Authority in all that was to 
= Fel 
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f Humane Souls. 79 
fallow in the following Conference. Nor can 
[ A that Mr. Ghiſhull belieyes in 
earneſt what he is pleaſed to fuggeſt. The 
Language of the Gods in Homer, is only a dif- 
ferent Nomenclature of Words uſed by the Gods 
for the ſame Things, for which they, who are 
called by the Poet, Men had other Names. 
So the Gods are ſaid to call the ſame Giant 
Briareus, whom Men called Ægæon; the 
ſame Riyer Xanthus, which Men called Sca- 
mander; and the ſame Bird Chalcis, which 
Men called Cumindis: For Moly, a Plant fo 
called by the Gods, he tells us 20 other Name 
by which it was known by Men. Perhaps, 
the better to colour the Ignorance of the Age 
wherein the Poet lived, which knew nothing 
of the Virtue by him aſcribed to that Planet. 

I do not here concern my ſelf what Uſe has 
been made of this Language of the Gods by 
later Myſtical Expoſitors, ſome of them, per- 
haps, more than Homer ever thought of. Nor 
am [ ſollicitous om, for what the Poet himſelf 
might intend to allude to in a more remote 
Proſpect. His firſ# and more obvious Deſign 
to the Age he lived in, (which is that alone 
which we are to regard nom) I, take to be 
only to ſignify the Difference between the 
old and nem Nawes of thoſe Things concerning 
which theſe Forms are uſed, It is a received 
Tradition among the Poets, that the Gover- 
nors of the firſt Ages were Gads, or had, at 
leaſt, the Gods very familiar. among them, till 
3 the 


St. J, M. of 
the growing Wickedweſs of Men baniſhed them 
by degrees from Earth. The next to them 


the Agyptians 


thoſe of his own Greeks,” The Poet therefore 
reckons the Appellations of his own: ;; hy 
| e 1 


ferent Language from thoſe Men with whom 
they were ſu | 
they were not Superlunaries (as Mr. Chiſhall 
ſu * ) dt that time of their Familiarity 


Tongat not #ndirftood by thoſe Men of that 
Feſt Age, if they would be underſtood by them, 


 #hers of his own Age, fot whole UJe he de- 
| - Signed ein Dig e. 
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were the Heroes, or Demi. Gods, to whom they 
are ſuppoſed to have ſucceeded, who are, in 
the moſt on Senſe, called Men. So 

liſtinguiſhed their own Princes, 
with whoſe Traditions Herodotus compares 


r 
the Names . 2 
were then known by Nen: Bur his Wort con- 
cerns the J imes of the Heroes. And there. 
fore the eld:# Names, which were taken for 
Antiquities, even in the Age of Heroes, were 
very properly aſcribed to the Gods, who 
mult not be ſuppoſed to have ſpoken a u. 


ppoſed to have converſed. For 


o 


with Men. Nor could they then ſpeak a 


or maintain any Communication with them. 
Bur what is this to Mr. Chiſpull's Purpoſe ? 
Can he point out any Archaiſms or Idjoms of 
thole fr/# 7 imes> S. Faſtin had as little 
Reaſon co know them as Tryphin, or any 


— 


But, 


1 s | 
F * 
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of a Aiſ& 4, or a wiw3G 5 woa6or, which 
are the Forms for deſigned Dramatick Proſopo- 


| Dialogues. Nothing appears in this part any more 


make it ſeem intended for any other End than 


Nor does he think fir to mention the Anſwers 


have Recourſe to theſe Reaſons for evading. 
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1 7 Humane Souls. 2 22 
But, after all, how comes he to know, . 20. 
that a Superiunary Bring is here ſo much as part Fo 
perſonated? This is only the Conjecture of lieus him per- 
Modern Learned Men, for which our Author ſonsted « # 
himſelf gives no Ground that I know of. 2 
St. Juſt in never calls him a Dæmon. He inti- we calls fo, 
tates nothing by which we may gather, that „ i 5, 
our Martyr thought him Superlunary. He hue fs. fg 
mentions him only as an Old Max, who mer is think 
him in the Wilderneſs to which he had ret;- cnet Ws 
red on account of. his Philoſophical Speculations. ſe. 
He introduces his Narrative with no Mention 


Wo OPS 7 
7 5 . — 7 - - 


= * 
+45 
4 


pee in the wit: oregon of the Philoſophical 
than in the reſt of the Dialogue, that may 


a plain and ſimple Narrative of a really trar 
Matter of Fa. All that Mr. Ghiſhull ſays, 
upon this Point, looks rather like a Refuge 
for evading, when he cannot fairly avoid the 
Clearneß of the Teſtimony againſt him. Of 
the ſame kind is his mentioning the Book 

of Cv. Gottlieb Koch, for proving this whole 
Dialogue ſpurious, though he does not him- 
ſelf think fit to hazard his Cauſe upon the 
Reaſons that Autlior pretends for doing ſo. 


returned to thoſe Reaſons by Albertus 4 Field, 
ſoon after their Publication. They would not 


this 


3 
. 


F. 114, 1 15. 


in earneſt 'believ'd it fo decretory in favour of 


| withdrawing of the zom re? 22 Againſt this ) 
he has not produced one Teſtimony that is ex- 
F. 111, 112, ſeveral expreſs Places. But his Tranſlation of48 


deed. He mollißes it with the Plea of the 


have been ſaid more plauſibly, if rhe Au- 
not ſo frequently yo og his own Senſe in 


he does allo Death and Non-exiſtence, through 
this Part of this Dialogue for which we are 


the Soul (upon the Departure of the Spirit) 


E 9 * Ny 1 J tne Then follow the 
Words, concerning its return thither from 
whence it was taken, which, he would fain 
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this Authority, however Decretory, if they had Nai 


— 1 they pretend. The like Diſtruſt y 
Dr. Mills ſhews of that Paſſage, where our Fa- mm 
ther makes the Soul return to nothing, upon the 2 


preſs in that Caſe, fo far he is from proving it f 5 
contrary to the Stream of all hu other Writings in 


die, by 4% for ever, is ſtrange in- 


Liberty of à Paraphraſt, yet pretends to 
have kept ſtriFly to the Senſe. This might 


thor, whoſe Senſe is there tranſlated, had 
ufing Life and Exiftence ſynonymouſly, as 
now concerned. He does it particularly in 
the Words preceding thoſe, from which the 
Doctor endeavours to reconcile the Death o 
with its Exiſtence, A little before, Gray oy 


ol) J dein 7). And in the Words imme- 
diately preceding; amen dr aue N Coms 


perſwade us, to imply its Continuance of its 
Exiſtence with God who gave it. This Expli- 
1 7 F 
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e Humane Souls. 


— 


had ation he had good Reaſon to acknowledge 


af Yoniewhat cult, to be reconciled with fo ex- 
uſt re Words for the Non-exiſtence, which go 
Fa hamediately lire. 1 

the 
his 


ex- Pgaoraat that the ſame Thing may be denied horities ban 
> ir ico be Iumortal, and yet not owned to be Mor- ihn hae 
ini. It ſeems he has forgotten the expreſs God could 
offiTeſtimony of Theophilus Antiochenus produ- Jas actually 
in ed by us both, wherein that Father plainly „ 
hens both of Mas in his Iunecency, that he vo wade Im- 


toll was then either Immortal or Mortal by his 
he 
U- | | 
ad that what is mot Immortal by its own Nature, 


may 1 9 — be ſecured from actual 


cour, ind laughs at it in Severus, Atticus, and 


againſt himſelf, as he is pleaſed to urge them 
againſt *. This is only Reafoning from Pro- 
clus s Authority againſt greater Authorities of 
the ſame Kind, even Philoſophical. Proclus 
there profeſſes to oppole Plato himſelf in 
that Cenſure, and does not only interpret 
him in his own Favour. Nor are the other 


Authorities ridiculed by Precl#s inferior to his 
MS on. 


fo f 9 a 9 * K * a 
r BS , 33 R 
1 „ — * * 


But our Adverſary thinks he has gotten _ 
. ; ; 7 / roc! 
you, and me too, at a great Advantage, as greater Au- 


Death by the Interpoſition of a Superior Power. 
But Proclus, he ſays, explodes this very Re- Procl.ia Tim. 
fuge, as well as the Opinion it pretends to ſuc- L. 5. P. 304. 


one Plutarch, 4s 4 ridiculous inconſiſtent Notion. 
But muſt Exploding and Ridiculing pals for 
Arguments They are as eaſily returnable 


: 93 


27. 


us op 


mortal , Na? 


Som. 


own Nature. Yet he is aware how eaſily 2½ „ Ju. » 
this is accounied for by a Precarious Immortality, Mart. p. 36. ⁵⁵ 


8 


St. J. M. of the Immortality 
own, That one Plutarch, as Mr. Chiſhull cally 
him, is no leſs than the famous Philoſopher offff « 
 Cheronea, in his. et} © &, Tu Lugeοöe, Where 

Mr. Chiſhull may find him defending the Opi. 
nion here ridiculed, And he may find Frag 
ments of the other two, Severus and Atticus 

in Euſeb. De Prep. Evang. By which it ap- 
pears, that Euſebius did not think them tofl 
ridiculous and contemptible as Mr. Chiſhull does 
Atticus is alſo mentioned with Commendation 
by Eneas Gazewe, in his Theophraſine. Bu 
let Mr. Chiſhall defend Proclus, if he can, in 
ridiculing this Notion as inconfiſtent. Dares 
he deny the Bodies of the Damned to be In- 
mortaliged, in order to the making them ca- 
pable of an Eternal Puniſhment > Or dares he 
aſcribe that Immortality to the Nature of thoſe 
Bodies themſelves, which have no new Na- 
ture of the Spirit inhabiting them, nor are 
clothed upon by any Pneamatical Cæleſtial Boaby ? 
Can he pretend, that there is any Subſtance 
whatloever, how corruptible ſoever in its own 
Nature, that God cannot perpetuate, if him- 
felf pleaſes, without changing irs Nature, or 
uniting any other nollr Natnre to it? Let 
him thew the Jrconſttency of God's doing it, 
if he can. But What Reaſon has Proclus for 
pretending this Inconſiſtency? The ſame which 
our Adver ſaries, alſo inſiſt on, ſo that one 
Anſwer will ſerve for (oh. God made the 
Nature ſuch as he was pleaſed to make it Ve- 

ry true. Why then ſhould — 
. rom 
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c Humane Souls. 
lig from the Courſe of its own Mature, by his 
J own Wil. This he thought would argue 
© Impotency, if God, who gave the Soul its own 


if having once made it ſuch as he wild it 


© ſhould be, he ſhould afterwards will not to 
keep ir ſuch as he had before made it. Thus 
Proclus reaſoned againſt Plato, from his own - 


Principles in his Timæus, That if God made 
the Sov! mortal at fiſt by its own Na- 


ture, he could not afterwards Finder the courſe 


of that Nature, by the [zterpofition of his 
own Will, from the Event of actual Death. 
Juſt as my Adverſaries argue againſt me, That 
Ged muſt have made the Soul immortal by 


its Nature, if he ever intended ai7nally to Im- 


mortalize it. Dare Mr. Chiſbull, dare any of 
the reſt of our Adverſaries, ſtand by the Con- 
ſequence of theſe Reaſonings 2 I have a better 
Opinion of them than to think that they 
will do ſo, when they thoroughly under- 
ſtand theſe Conſcquences. How can they 
then account, why God did not give the Bo- 
dies of the Damned àn Inmorial Nature at 
firſt, ſeeing he has ſince reſolved actualhy to 
Immortalize them? How can he ſffer any 
thing to loſe that Being which he at ft 


made natural to them? The Platoniſts, who 
were the Authors of theſe Reaſonings, did not 


allow it, but made all Things, atually Im 
mortal in the Event, that had the Honour 


F 3 | done 


= Natzre at firſt, could not then make it ſuch. 
as he then wild ir ſhould be; or Malignity, 
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86 St. J. M. of the Immortality 


done them of being the Original Products of 

the Supreme Being. And Plato, for this Rea- 

ſon, delegated the Production of the inferior 
Beings to the inferior Gods, that there might 

be room for Genc ration and Corruption, and the 
Viciſſitudes of the $ ublunary World. | But it 
cannot be allowed by Chriſtian Principles, 
which make the Supreme Being the immediate 
Author of. the whole Creation, of Fifibles as 

well as Inviſibles, of Temporary as well. 4s 
Eternal Beings. deen 6p 

22. A s for our Concern in theſe Reaſonints, the 
% Reaſon Anſwer has been long ſince given by our 


why God did Toe | a 
46.3192 an. Chr 1 t 1473 Anceſt ors, fe {ame F heophilus Antio- 


Immortal Na- chenus, and Arnobius and Lattantius, That 


ture 0 thoſe Go A's Deſign of not making the Natare of 


Humane Souls F Og on ns 
which he in. Our Souls immortal at firſt, and yet defiguing 
| Fended do Im- it for them afterwards, was not imputable ei- 


mortalize 


d hre, ther to Tmpotency or Malignity, but to a very 
_ *hat 1% Im- good and uſeful Deſgn of making Way for 
mortality the Exerciſe of Free-will, that. Men might 


night appear of R 1 . 
vo: ro be a Due not expect Immortality as a Due to their Na- 
Fo the Nature ture, but as a Reward of their good Behaviour. 


- of ſuch Souls, I., * e e 
. n This would naturally excite the Diligence of 


f heir Vir- Mankind, and oblige them to all the Offces 


b. expected from them for the good Government 


of the World. Nor can it be pretended, 
that Ged, as a free Agent, is obliged to confer 
all that Good upon his Creatures, that it is in 
his Pomer to confer upon them. Nor can it 
be taken for an Office of Goodwill in God 
to them nor to change their Condition, pro: 
erer 
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vided- that the Change be for the Advantage 
of his Creatures, for making their Condition 
letter than that was wherein they were at 
firſt createil, as it muſt be if the Change be 
propoſed as a Reward of Duty impoſed on 
them as a Condition for acquiring it. If 
therefore Immortality be propoſed as a Re- 
ward, it muſt be ſuppoſed not due to their 
Original Nature, which cannot be withour 
ſuppoſing ſuch Creatures, to whom Immortali- 
ty. is propoſed as a Reward, of themſelves Ori- 
ginally' Mortal. And they who are not admit- 
ted as Candidates for a Preternatural Favour, - 
cannot be thought to be hardly dealt with, if 


they be permitted to the Courſe of their Mor. 


tal Nature, ſo long as they ſuffer no further 
Harm by their Non. admiſſſon, beſides their not 
being qualified for undue Favours But where 
the Reward is beyond the Capacities of Nature, 
the Paniſhment muſt be ſo too, if they ought 
to be proportionable. The Creature that is 
warned of it, cannot complain of it when it 


is incurred by its own Default. Nor can it 


be taken for hard. Dealing in God, thus to 
oblige his Creatures on ſuch Terms as theſe 
arc; To be good to themſelves, and to contri- 
bute their own Endeaveurs in order to the Pro- 
motion of their own greateſt Imereſts. What. 
can Mr. Chiſhull think ridiculous in this whole 
way of Reaſoning > What can he think 4iſ- 
agreeable to the great Dęſgn of our Chriſtian 
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» Immortality 
1 Chiſhull is not indeed aware of the il 
fue ehe u. Conſequence of his applauding this Reaſoning of 
13 a, Opinion Proclus : That jr is a Favour to — — — 
which a bre Our Chriſtian Religion, in a Project managed 
3 _ —_— by that 2 for overthrowino it. For 
A ed Platoniſts Proclus maintained that very Doctrine which 
* 3 Mr. Chiſhull himſelf owns to have been oppoſed 
Eternity ef by our Martyr in the Perſon of his Old Man, 
8 0 I Ho and commends our Chriſtian Philoſophers, as 
mane Souls „ Well as Tertullian does, tor oppefing it, as an 
Fart f ii. Extra vagance of ſome that were called Plato- 
niſts, though they did not deſerve the Name, 
as exceeding herein the true Opinion of Plato 
+ himſelf, as well as the Doctrine of our Chri- 
ſtian Revelations. He believed, that the 
1 whole World was . Ne- and do%p7@, and 
the Soul no, otherwiſe than as being of the 
fame Nature with it. Accordingly the Chri- 
ftian Old Man firſt attacks that Opinion, as 
— it telates to the Univerſe, and the Soul of it, 
in order afterwards to the overthrowing of the 
fame Pretence, as it related ro Humane Sonls. 
So alſo Plutarch, and the other truly Platonick 
Authors, whom Proclus, in this place, does 
&:fignedly, and by Name oppoſe. They alſo 
"confront that high Opinion with the expreſs 
Words of Plato in his Timens : Exactly as the 
good Old Chriſtian does Fuſtin the Platoniſt, 
after he had convinced him of the Error of 
that high Opinion, as it related to the Uni- 
verſe, and to the Humane Soul, no otherwiſe 
Fhan 28 a Conſequence from that of the O. 
£ | ; 4 TS | 8 | d c 8 2 verſes 


\ 


ding wholly on the Arbitrary Pleaſure of their 


appears from his own expreſs Words: 115; In Tim, Z. v. 
2 T9) Ad Y cutouts πννντ’ r, mv us var © 304+ 


Council of Calcedon, and the unhappy Broacher 
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of Hynmane Souls, 2s 
verſe, as being both of the ſame Nature with 'F 
each other. He then enquires, whether 
Juſtin the Platoniſt owned that lomer Opi- 
nion owned by Plato himſelf in his Timæus, 
concerning the Natural Mortality of Humane 
Souls, and their precarious Immortality depen- 


. His doing fo, he takes for ap Argu- 
ment of his being thoroughly brought of from 
the Error already confured by him, of the 
bigotted pretended Platoniſts. And that he 
had Reaſon to do ſo, appears from this moſt 
Authentict Commentator, as Mr. Chiſhull is plea- - 
ſed to call him, if confuting his Text in this 
Particular muſt paſs for a moſt Anthentick 
Commentary upon it. That Proclus does ſo, 


ovav, mov i ngre Thy Anwepnxly Bianav : For how 
ve aſſent to Plato, who makes two Sorts In- 
corruptible Beings, one by the Nature 7 the Things 
themſelves, the other by the Will of their Creator? 
As to the main Queſtion, Procius has clearly 
3 his Opinion in XVIII Reaſons for the 
ueruity of the World, and the Sow! as con- 
rained under it, which were publiſhed at Ye- 
nice by Trincavelus, in the Year 1539. with 
an elaborate Defence of our Chriſtian Religion 
againſt them by Joannes Philoponus, a very 
excellent Reaſoner, though an Oppoſer of the 


of the Hereſy of the Tritheirs, There Mr. 3% 
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St. J. M. of #hedgpnortality 
hall will find this very, Reaſoning inſiſted on 


by Proclus, eſpecially in his Vh and XVIlth 


Reafons, and anſrered by Philepouus, That 


whatever was intended for actual Immortality) 


by Goa, muſt have a Wature given it by him 
ſufficient to preſerve it ſelf for ever,; and 
that whatſoever was thus Iumortal hy its 
own Nature, muſt be &y/nw, Iugenerable, as 
well as Incorruptible, and therefore Eternal. 
This, applied to the Soul as well as the 
World, is the very Hypotheſis of the pretended 
Platoniſts, which is profeſſedly confuted by 
our Martyr in the Perſon of his Old Man, 
which yer our unhappy Adverſary will needs 
have taken for a clear and true Light to the 
Senſe of S. Juſtin himſelf, Beſides, he may 


here plainly ſee, that the Plea of our com- 


mon Adverſaries, concerning the Obligation of 
God to give an Inmortal Nature to every 
Thing that he intends to Humortalixe actually, 
was then the Doctrine of the Enemies of our 
Chriſtian Religion, not of the Catholic Church, 
nor of eyen the moſt moderate Heathen Plato- 
miſts, Vet even thoſe Platoniſts underſtood, 
that & ,, of a factitiaus, not à ſelf-originated 
Beginning, ſuch as is confiſtent with the No- 
tion of a Created Being, as our Adverſaries 
do the Natural Immortality by them aſcribed 
to Humane Souls. Our Doctrine 0 an 4a» 
ſcititious Immortality, reconcilable with a Mor- 
tality by Nature, is there proved to be the 
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DoQtrine of Plato, not only from the famous 
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| of the Timæus, but feveral. others 
alſo of the fame Author, in his Anſwer to tile 
Vith Reaſon of Proclus, & 28. which Phila- 


pouns makes great Uſe of againſt this 59 
flown. Platonical Aſſertion of the Eternity:of 
the World, in order to the overthrowing our 
_ Revelations concerning the World's 


inal. This therefore being the true Caſe 
of the Diſpure, it thence appears further 


how. much bitter the Words controverted by 


Mr. Chiſbull become the Perſon aſſigned by us, 
of the true Chriſtian, than that which he is 
more willing to aſcribe them to, of the vncon- 
vertea Platoniſt. 
Nor is this Ade Getelenign ſenſible os. 
bow contrary Procls is to his own Preten- * os 
fions for evading the expreſs Words of our aid not al 
Martyr concerning the . of Souls. Mr.Chif- 9 rhe Morta- 
bull avoids theſe, by referring thoſe Words 3 
to the lower Parts of the Humane Saul, which Parts of Hu- 
lower Parts even Mr. Chiſpull himſelf grants Tine Souls 
ro be Mortal. But this cannot be granted Chiſhull chinks 
him, by even the Principles of Plato, if Pro- Mortal, with 
clus muſt paſs for an Authentic Commentator | - Dig | 


on that Philoſopher. Our Adverſary was this au hwity 


not aware how many other Authorities were re- Y Martyr, 


| ceived by theſe later Philoſophers, with a 


Veneration and Deference not inferior to 


that which they had for Plato himſelf; the 


retended Orphicks, the Chalaze, and Magic 


d Years Oracles; the e Philoſophy 7 
which 


be 


. Scriptures concerning its Original. And they 
were ſenſible how much it would make for 


Arguments. ag ainſt 


to any precarious Cauſe, but to the 
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St. J. M. of the Immortality 
which then bore the Name of Hermes Triſme- 
giſtus, and of the Fragments then extant of 


the old Pythagoreans. By theſe they were in- 
fluenced in reviving the antiquated Opinion 


Fe ec fd. e N = * 
2 0 * WARE 7 t ; * 


concerning the Eternity of the World; the 


rather becauſe it ſerved their preſent Purpoſe 
for overthrowing the Account given in the 


their Purpoſe, if they could prevail in their 
its having an End; fo 
that its Incorruptibility ſhould be imputed wot 
ure of 
the Complex, and of the Particulars whereof 
it conſiſted. The ſame Necefity of Nature 


which could ſecure it from a contingent End, 


would eaſily be granted ſufficient to ſecure 


. from a Comingency of Beginning allo. For 
this End the old Doctrine of the Pythagoreans 


was revived, that nothing had a real Beginning 
or End of its Exiſtence, but only appeared 


when it was thought to begin to be, and diſ- 


appeared when it was thought to periſh, This 
the Impoſtor Apolloi nus Tyartews alludes to in 
his Epiſtles, which might go far to recom- 
mend it to them who took him for a Divine 
Philofepher. ' And that the Arabian Infidels 
were very favourable to this Opinion, ap- 


_ pears from Maimonides in his Moreh Nebochim. 


The ſame Reaſoning was alſo applied to the 


' Humane Soul, as appears from the very Place 


of our Martyr himſelf And they who thus 
n applied 
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of Humane Souls. 


in believing any Part (I do not ſay of the 
Humane, but) of any Soul whatſoever, Mor- 
tal. And, in Favour of this Opinion, the 
que, and the i, (one is the Term of 


4 


Plus, the other of Homer) are (aid to ſur- 
vide the Diſſelation, and to have a Share in 


the bright Place in the Chaldee Oracles. And 
his own Proclus will inform him, that this 
was received by ſeveral ſuch Commentators | 


as himſelf was. They muſt needs own it of 
 Bratal Souls, who thought them the ſame 
with Hamane. And they who did not, yet 
if they believed »o Being to begin or perifh 


really, but that all were from Eternity, and 
ſhould laſt to Eternity, and that by the Exi- 
gency of their own Vatares ; Theſe, I ſay, 
could not aſſent. to Mr. Chiſpul's Doctrine 


of the acrual Death of any Part of the Humane 
Son that ever had exiſted. Their Doctrine 
was, That as theſe Corporeal Adhæſions were 


contracted by the Soul in the ſeveral Stages of 


its Deſcent from Heaven into the Organical 


Body, ſo they were not to be deſtroyed, but 
left behind them, in their Aſcent to their Ori- 
ginal Heavenly Station, at the ſame Sublunary 
Stages where they had rece:ved them. And 
the ſeparating, not the deſtroying them, was 
conceived to be the Degn of the ſeveral 


Purgations neceſſary to fit it for recovering its 


Original Dignity. So the pretended Hermes, 


and others of theſe later Philoſophers who 


Were 
» 


were ed by his Ay hority. P. 
therefore. being a. 292 Fates of hs 
Doctrine of e ok tlie Werld, 8 55 
was ſuperſtrutted on theſe Principles, Mr. 
hull _—_— {ce how improper an Expoſitor 
| he could be fox accounting, for any Mortality 
of apy Sort; 4 et ſome he cannot deny to have 
been * to Humane. Souls by our. glo- 
ious Mart r. Frewsy: 

5. Dur Adverſary pleaſen himſelf with, the 
3 1 Teſtimony of Aueas Garæus in his Thee 
2215s p54 8 . fr aſtus, 1 his Chriſtian Axitheus Urges 
bably aug, be the Plaonical Theopſraſtus with the Sprech "of 
e the Demiurgus in Timaus, to prove the Recon- 
2 the Spirit, cilableneſs of. Natur al Mor tality with ating! P 6 

« Divine petuity, by the Favour of 604 in the Caſe of 
Nature Humane Souls: As if this had not been as 

fully my Senſe, as it was either of Æneas or 
bis Ar itheus. The only. Words that may 
Teem to have any Difiiculty in that Author, 
1 are theſe: 0 » 7 % dis, x) 7 dd ut, huemiess 
2 Ae i er mepigg* Y , STV'ELE l: 
7wn, II. Gr. Fur he that gave our Souls their Being, granted 


. her alſo that they ſbould be for ever: And this 


Gift was their Mature. If cheſe Words be 

underſtood of a happy Being, and accordingly 

referred to none but happy Souls; the Refolu- 
tion will be very eaſy, that they muſt then 
be underſtood of the Divine Spirit. So, as 

the Spirit is the Gift of God, the Gift of God 

is Eternal Life, as being conferred by that 
me W Spirit which is allo ſtiled a 

Divine 


„ at.  * 


fe al. 
Diuine Nat ure, of which we are ſaid tobe 
made Partulers in the ſame Sacred Writers. 


. deere OO. 


And chat they were ſo underſtood by the 


Author, ſeems to be implied in that this 


Perpetuity of Exiſtence is called a'Gift, which 
is the Appellation of the Scripture for this 
particular Gift of the Spirit, which is conferred 
on Perlons initiated into our Chriſtian Soci 
by our Saviour's Baptiſm of rhe Spirit. The 
Name of Gif: does allo intimate the ſame, 
which is not ſo applicable to a Perpetuation to 


Puniſhment, as to a Gift that is really bene 
cial to the Perſon on whom the Gift is con- 
ferred,” Nor is it, in Truth, ſo intelligible 
of that which is an Eſſential Ingredient in 


our common Humane Nature, Gifts muſt ne- 
ceſſarily ſuppoſe an Exiſtent Being capable of 
receiving the Gift, which exiſtent Being is 


not intelligible. without its Eſſentials, . The 


ſame alſo ſeems to have been deſigned by 


the Epithets here aſcribed to the Humane Soul, 


that it is . , and Cal it d- Xx uw. 


This makes ſuch a Soul look like an d 


£ 


which cannot be aſcribed to any Creature b 


Chriſtian Platoniſm, or the Stile of the New | 
| Teſtament, and is expreſly denied to the Hu- 


mane Soul by S. Juſtin Martyr, for whom we 


are at preſent concerned. 
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'  Mþaeas coled T ife from it. Be it fo; 
_ Smoplies Survi- 
_ val, + natutal only ro ſhew, that what has a Beginni 
| rk Soul v4 W,. TIRING, 
_ 7 m | way - | 5 
1 Breathing 3 muſt have an End. His a therefore in- 


' , 


yet he therein ſays 
no more than I have done. His Reaſoning is 


does not therefore neceſſarily require that it 


but « it im- cludes nothing more than actual Immortality 
| — ber for ever, by the Gift of God. Actual periſhing 
' wiſe then by therefore is that alone which he denies to be 


8 | 
ginning of Exiſtence. I ſay the ſame. His 


a neceſſary Conſequence from a confeſſed Be- 


rie of $yns Forms of Speech imply no more. The Aſſer- 
e tion of Theophraſtus was, mir bl ag i 


®. 


the Nature of that Production, why God, who 


Irm, Y pdei ge du, Y MAU NU: That every Thi 


that had a Beginning muſt be Mortal; which 


Axitheus explains, by being corrupted, and be- 


in diſſolved atiually, The contrary to this 


he afcerwards expreſſes, by wi dan, and 


Sayers xp6i7] us u, and wi Nonuaw, All re- 
lating to the 4, nat to an /vcapacity of pe- 


riſhing ; yet {till as a Gift depending on the 
Munificence and Liberality of the Giver. 


This I grant, concerning the Divine Breath 


that is common to all Mankind, That the 
Product ion of the Soul, by Way of a Divine 
Breathing, is a Gift and Favour of God, not 
neceſlarily due to the MVatu · e of the Soul it 
ſelf, if it had not been ſo produced: Yer, that 
being ſo produced, it is a Reaſon grounded on 


was 
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3 = TIF 1 d Ps Sol. 18 | ö 
was wot pleaſed to make uſe of 1 
rence of the Bach in the firſt Production, ſhould 


ſtill continue its Inaep 
and that this Independence is therefore fo far 


#atural to the Soul, as it is agrecable to its Ori- 


ny 
— 


2 


endence on the ſame Body; F 


„ by which the Courle of its Nature 
was at firſt: eſtabliſned. But this natural Im. 
mortality does only imply its naturally ſur- 
viving the Body, which! I grant to be true, 
and to be the Meaning of: of; this and other Fa- 


thers. All therefore a 1 deny to be natu- 


ral to it, is the Perpetuity of that Survival. The 
ſecuring this, I take for a nem Favour of God, 
not due to the Nature of the Breat hing, but 
to the nem Divine. Nature of the Baptiſmal Spi- 
rin Nor does Axitbeus pretend otherwiſe. 
He only reaſons. againſt the Platonical I heo- 
phraſtue; from the Conceſſion of Plato himſelf 


in that Paſſage of the Zamew': That as the. 


naturally Mortal Celeſtial Bodies are notwith- 


* 


ſtanding granted by him to be continued Im- 
mortal by the Favour of their Maler, fo there 5 2 398 E. 


can be no Reaſon why this Favour ſhould be 
denied to Humane Souls. of receiving even 
that Perpctuity from God which had confeſſedly 

been acknowledged not die to their Nature. 
He does indeed acknowledge this Gift to be 
ne: Butait is on the ſame Account on which 
he:elſewhere makes the precarious Immortality 


of Plato's Gods, as deriv d from the Divine gun nat, 9, 


to become a factitious Nature: u Y j, 
finger mmi gvay. P. 400. * On the ſame Ac- 
G count 
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count as the Divine Command, ſor producing 
the Brutal Animals, is likewiſe ſaid to have 
been ens and WNyzzs, 80 elſewhere, 3 . 
ey ques US g fu, p. 412. A. The Com 
mand was Nature and Power. Again he 
Calls it e pov, That the Caholict 
feſſors, who had their Tongue: cut out by 
Hunnericus, were miraculouſly enabled to 
ſprak without their Tongues, p. 41 5. D. Can 

_— our Adverſary ns, that this Way of 
\fpeaking without Tongues was natural, as Nati- 
3 ral is underſtood here of what is performable 
by natural Agents, by the Powers granted 
them by the general Rules of Providence, un- 
aſſiſted by Præternatural ene ? It is 
certain that he cannot {hq much as pretend it. 
Here therefore Nature cannot ſignify the Ori- 
ginal Powers of #naffiſted Nature, as ſettled by 
Divine Providence upon its fr ff Eſtabliſhment, 
which is that alone that can lay rational Re- 
ſtraints upon the Arbitrarineſs of the Divine 
Proceedings afterwards. And as little could 
it be underſtood ſo in the Reaſoning from the 
Doctrine of Timaus, concerning the ac l- 
mortality of the lower Gods, and their Cæleſtial 
Bodies, by the Favour of their Creator, not- 
YZ withſtanding their acknowledged Mortality 
1 | by Nature. Here is a Twofold Nature, the 
| former that for which we are concerned in 

this Diſpute, of the general Eſtabliſhment of 
the Creator of the Celeſtial Beings at his firſt 
Creation of them; the ſecond that of the 
* 8 EROS. Brann 


ry 


the Effet of a new 
lition, diſtin from that which was the Casſe 


e Humane Souls. 
Ei of the Creator, freely beſtowing that 
Immortality on them which exceeded the Powers 
of that Nature which had been given them 
ar tg firſt Creation, which later Gift or 


pe % 5 L. 
314 7 
ons of 


> 
1 


, is called Nature alſo. By this it 


 Plainly appears, by the Opinion of Plato, 
21 theſe Chriſtians thus reaſoning from his 


Authority, that the ſfiſt Will by which the 


od. 


Hrſt Nature was ſettled, was not thought to 


lay any Reſtraint upon God that might hinder 


him from Immortalizing univerſally thoſe Cæle- 

4 ial Brings (by a conſequent SD, which had 
been made naturally Mortal by the former Set- 
tlement; which is the true Caſe of Humane 


Souls, according to our Principles. This 
piles inixmm@, this acceſpry Nature, which is 
t, a new Act of Vo- 


of the firſt Creation, can be no Hindrance to 


| God from Inmortalizing all Humane Souls, if 
Himſelf pleaſed, as Plato believed him to In- 


mortalixe all Celeſtial Beings, however Mortal 
by the Nature wherein they were firſt created. 
Ihis rather gives a clear Account of thoſe 

ſeemingly oppoſite Paſſages of the ſame Father, 
whereof ſome make Souls Immortal by their 
own Nature, others deny it them in regard 


i of their Nature. The moſt obvious Way of 
. reconciling theſe Paſſages, is to remember that 


they had two Senſes of the ſame Word Na- 


ure, in ene of which Immortality was aſſerted 
e natural to Humane Souls, but in the other 


G 2 . denied 
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100 S.. J. M. of the Immortality 
A denied to be ſo. For our Purpoſe it is abus- 
daantly ſufficient, that it is not natural to n 

them in ſuch a Senſe as may abridge God of ſtio 

his Liberty of Immortalixing all that hear the Paſ 

Goſpel; and of others, as many or as few, and 2 

for as long or as ſhort a Time, as himſelf pleaſes, 

when the 7mmortality is not underſtood in 
ſuch a Senſe as to include Perpetuityj. And 
when the Command of God in the Creation of 

Brutes is ſaid to be Nature and Power, his De- 


. 


* 


ſign, in thoſe Expreſſions, is to ſignily the 
Lia Influence on the Things ſo produced, 
W ' without any Regard to their intrinſick natural Ser 
2.5. . I Conſtirution. His Quotation from Caizs 
Juſt. Art. imports no more than what I always owned. tha 
5 Nor could he have thought it to his Purpoſe, ite 
=. if he had not firſt miſtaten the true State of it 
. - the Queſtion, in making it a Principle of the 
P. 38. mine: That what ſoe ver has a Beginning, muſh pe. 
| babe an End. This I never ſaid, nor could lun 
ſay, conſiſtently to my own Principles, who Be 
have all along aſſerted the a&ual Immor- ſu 
tality of all Humane Souls who had Know- Pr. 
2 3 ledge of the Goſpel, notwithſtanding their I for 
W' © Natural Mortality. 5 „ wan © 
Wo 27, Thus, Sir, I think I have anſwered | ale 
padus, whatever our Adverſary has objected, that W. 
maler the Sou, nv, in reſpett of the Sublunary Geneſis. In hi Timæus + 
| he owns it to have a Beginning Ff Exiſtence, and therefor# could not think ir Si 
cr Wurrr, as that Word implied a not having a Beginning of Exiſtence. . He - wl 
'- alſo makes the Soul corruptible in its own Nature, the ſame way as thoſs Things Mr © 
are which are in that Sublunary Region; get exempts ic from that Place, as 44 
eving deſigned tar Place for Things actually Mortal ana Corruptible. Al 
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f Humane Souls. 
may ſeem any way to affect our Cauſe really, 
in relation to this Dialogue, when the Que- 
ſtion is truly ſtated. What relates to other 
Paſſages of the ſame Father I leave to you, 
according to my original Deſign. But ic 
mway not, perhaps, be unacceptable to give 
ſome Account, on this Occaſion, how Plato 
may be veconciled to himſelf in his Phædrus, 
f and in his 7 imæus, ſo often mentioned on this 
. | Occaſion... I have already intimated one Ex- 
.  pedient for this Purpoſe, and I (till think it 
not . improbable. That is, that when the 
Saul is ſaid to be Se, the Geneſis alluded. 
do in that Appellation, is to be meant of 
that more confined Notion of the Word, as 
it extends no further than Sublunaries; not as 
it includes all of the ſame Nature with even 
| thoſe Ssblunaries, if their Nature had been 
permitted to its ow Courſe. Thus the Sub- 
lunary Situation will properly belong to thoſe 
Beings which are not only, in their own Nature, 
ſuſceptible of thoſe Changes, but are deſigned by 
Providence to undergo them, and are there. 1 
fore left defenceleſs againſt thoſe Yicifiiuzes, 4 
- againſt which N Nature is not —_— 
alone ſufficient to ſecure them. Humune Souſlss 
were not reckoned of this Kind. The . T3 
warijpe; of them are by Plato placed in the 
Sun, and the Moon, and other Planets, 
I. which he calls 2% Nb, as being the Stan- 
dard Meaſures of our Syblunary Motions. 
All of them are Soperlunary,-and plainly fg. 
. 3 Fae, Fe ; G 33 1 | nify, 
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St. J. M. of the Immortality 
nify, by this Philoſopher's Principles, their ho? 
ing exempted from this lower Rank of Sablunary 
Beings by the general Rules of Providence, 
till they ſhould make themſelves obnoxious 

to it by the ill Uſe of their Free- wills. By 
which i{ Uſe they would forfeit the Favour in. 
tended for them in general, and reduce them- 
ſelves to the If, noble Station, which was 
more ſuitable to their unaſſiſted Nature, where- 
in they were to be ſabject to that lower Gene- 
is. That the Nature of theſe Mundane Gods 75 
mentioned in his Timæus, (which are ſuppo- L 
{ed to be of the ſame Nature with Humane i 2 
Souls) was Generable and Corruptible, and 
therefore the ſame with that of this lower Ge- h; 
neſts, which is expoſed to Corruption and Death, th 
as the oppoſite Changes to which farh Beings | 
were expoled, is ſufficient! ſignified by the 4 
Philoſopher himſelf. So the Demiutgus be- , 
ſpeaks them: % Yb, made by me; and & 
. encime jo nds d du var 6 es, ſeeing you were h 
made, you are not Immortal. And he men- . 
h 
1 
5 
1 


tions the Bonds with which their Parts had 
been bound together, z z>/y1298, when you were 
made; here Tirm; is plainly aſcribed to them, 
as it ſignifies a Beginning and Contingency of 1 | c 
Being. By which it appears, that theſe con-] 
trary- Attributes of Aννν in Phedrus, and < 
rien here, when aſcribed ro the ſame Soul, l 
cannot both of them be underſtood of its - 
Nature. The ſame appears from the As,*ię-ε | # 
there attributed to it, and e 1 
15 VVV 4 
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nied of it, Vet the Denial of it is here in- 
ferred as 2 Conſequence of its ringe. It muſt 


implied in theſe Words: 097 % n nu 5, 
ze Aged dvr fiene: Tet je [hall not Le diſſol- 
ved, nor ſhall ye be reckoned to the Lot of Death. 


And he gives the Reaſon of this from his own 
Biayns, as a ſtronger Boyd than that which 
cemented their Parts at their firſt Creation, Still 


ſuppoſing actual Death as the natural Con- 


ſequent of their having an Original ; and 


that wicz 3urdrs, the Aingdom of Death in the 


Hielleniſtical Writers, the ſame with this lower 
Tires in the Pythagoreans and Platoniſts, to 
have been the proper Lot of ſuch Beings of 


the ſame Nature, if they had not been ex- 
empted from it by this Interpoſition of the Di- 


vine Will, firſt ſecuring them from aFual Mor- 


tality; and, in Copſequence of that, exempting 
them from that lower Region _—_— by God 
himſelf for the Reftdence of thoſe alone who 


ſhould aZually have an End, as well as they 


had formerly a Beginning, of their Exiſtence. 
This Hypotheſis will plainly ſuppoſe Humane 


Souls to be naturally Mortal, how Paradoxical 
ſoever this Aſſertion may ſeem to Dr. Mills. 
But there is another Expedient advanced 28. 
for che ſame Purpoſe, of reconciling Plato with 
Phædrus of fhar Soul, which was ſuppoſed to be the Cauſe of the diſorderly 


Plutarch un- 
derſtands the 


re 


Motions of the Chaos; and the Tinzus of the Rational Soul of rhe World, 4 
deſigned by God for the Regulation of the other Soul and irs Motions. This yi 
Hy pocheſis influenced the Primitive Hereticks. Ihe Deſign of Tertuliian, in 


bis Bool De Cenſu Animæ, againſt Hermogenes. 
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54 FS,. J. M. of the Immortality 
| ef It is that of Plutarch, in the Diſs. 
_rourfe already mentioned, concerning the 

Pſychogonia in Times ; that is, not to under - 
ſtand' thoſe ſo different Attributes of the ſame, 
but 4ifferent Souls. There was an ancient 
Opinion, as the ſame Plutarch obſerves in 
his De ide & Ofrride, concerning Two co- 
eternal Principles, God and Matter, by which 
they pretended to account for the Original 
of Evil, which they thought could not be 
from God, nor any Thing created by him. 
This gave Occaſion for many of our firſt 
Cbriſtian Herefies, and was received in moſt 
of the Syſtems of the Heathen Theology of thoſe 
Times. But then by Matter they di not uni-. 
| derſtand, as we do now, a purely paſſive Prin- 
ciple, but an active one alſo caæval with Mat- 
ter it ſelf, the Cauſe of all the Confuſſon and 
the diforderly Motions of the Chaos. As there- 
fore the diſagreeing Materials of the Chaos 
were ſeparated and digeſted into Order by the 
Maker of the World, which was ſuppoſed, by 
the Greeks, to receive the Name of xe, 
from the Ornament and Beauty accruing to it 
by this better Order and Digeſtion of- its for- 
merly confuſed Ingredients; fo the Former, 
or Reformer, of this aew Compoſure, was 
5 ſuppoſed ro confer on it a new Active Prin- 
ile, another Soul, that might preſerve. the 
Order introduced by this Reformation, and 
| repreſs the Inclinations to Diſorder and Con- 
Flſliun ſtill remaining in the former Soul, if it 
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4 bad not been reduced to that Safe 
which was requiſite for continuing the Order 
after it had been introdueed- This is what 
they called the National or Intellectual Power 
of the Soul of the Univerſe.” This later Saul 
I chicrefore is that, of which the Original is ſuf- 
; ofed to' be deſeribed in the Timæus; as the 
ormer 1s taken for that which; in PB 
is ſuppoſed to have had no Original at all. 
And we have already ſeen how ſual it was 
for theſe Philoſophers to reaſon from the 
Soul of the Univerſe to Humane Souls, as being 
of the ſame Nature with it. Hence it was 
that Hermogenes the Heretick, who took the 
Principle of the Se/f-Origination and Eternity 
of Matter from thoſe Philoſophers,-derived his 
Reaſonings on that Subject to the Nature. of 
the Humane Soul, which he conceived to have 
its Original, ex Materia potiùs ſuggeſtu, quam De Anim, c. 1. 
ex Dei flatu ; * Our of the Contribution of | 
* 1 rather than the Divine Breathing. 
inſt this Hereſy, Tertullian wrote his 
Bok De Cenſu Anime, now loſt, though it 
had been formerly in the Copy of Agobardus. 
I preſume the ZHeretick's Meaning to have 
been, That the Soul of Adam, as well as his _ 
Boch, was from the Duſt, and had no new —_—_ 
Subſtance added to it from its Original, as = : 
being breathed into his Body by God, as being —_— 
nothing elſe but a Part of that Soul which — * a 
rhoſe Philoſophets, who were followed by << 
him, thought cocternal with HOT it 5 | 
S 


REP 


oof the 170 Mations of che Mater 

8 firſt Orig . were to be made 
fee ro 22 Res which was aſterwards 

conferred on it by God, in order to the redu- 
cing thaſe — ro Rales, and making them 
agreeable to the Ends of Government. This 
Diſpute therefore with Hermagenes on that 

Queſtion, Tertullian entitled De Cenſu Anime, 
che Word Cxnſer, with him, moſt frequently 

\ ſignifies Original, becauſe Children were uſu- 
ally entred into the Maricule, or Tabale Cen 
ſeales, or Auf odpuars of rhe Cities, at 
their /nitiation into the Privileges of the 1 

ral Bodies to which they did reſpectively be- 

long. ie he derives the Cenſus of the bl. 
— 5 on from Tiberius Apol. c. 7. So the 
e Churches are ſaid deferre Cenſus ſuos 

* or ſome Apeſtolical Man who 
| tw pry edfaſt in the Doctrine of 72007 

tles ; Preſeript. c. 32. So the Cenſus of 

aid to be Eternity ; adv. Hermog. c. 4. So 
the Title will import the ſame Thing with the 
Title De a aum in later A | 
t 


That was indeed the Diſpure with Fir- 
mogenes ; Whether the Humane Soul had 
its Original from the 7ime wherein it was 
created by God? as the Catholicks believed; 
or, Whether ir had »o Original at all, 
but was coeval with Matter > which was 
Eternal, in the Opinion of Hermogenes. 
Vet Terisljan might have had a further De- 
ſign in this 7itle, to afſerr the Dignity of Hu- 
= Souls. For the Cenſus (eſpecially in the 
Times of the Emperors under whom Zertul- 
lian lived) diſtinguiſhed the Ranks, as well 
as the Perſons, of their reſpective Citizens; 
And that Diſtincrion was adjuſted according 
to their Eſtates, and the Degrees wherein they 
were thereby enabled to contribute to the Sup» 
Port of the Government of their Country. 
there was the Cenſus of a Senator, of an 
Eques, and of a Plebeian: And, wader all 
theſe, the Capita Cihſ, who had nothing to 
ſerve their Country with but their Perſons, 
their Heads, as they were pn with 
the /mmunitics of freeborn Citizens, That 
was the Notion of Caput, as, on the contra - 
ry, Capite Dominni ſignified their Disfranchiſe- 
ment, their Deprivation of thoſe Civil Rights. . 
So the Diſpute again concerned the Nobility 
or baſe Extraction of the Humane Soul, as 
grounded on its high or low Original : Whe- 
ther it was Terreſtrial only? as that ſignified 
the loweſt and meaneſt, and molt contemprible 
Rank of all; or, Whether it was Celeftial2 
3 5 as 
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| Immortality 
as that ſignified the higheſt ,and; moſt vob 
Station, in regard of its nearer Approach to. 
God himſelf, the Fountain of all Honour. 
This alſo gives a very clear intelligible Ac- 
count how Plato might be reconciled with him- 
ſelf in theſe ſeeming Contradictions: Much o- 
better, I am ſure, than the Hypotheſis of our laſi 
confident Adverſary, who allows them to v 
be real Contradictions; and accounts for them 
only by the different Perſons of Timæus the 
 Pythagorean, and Socrates, in whoſe Names 
they are delivered, who might real have owe 
been of different Opinions, This would ſup- for 
ole Plato to have been only a Collector and ha 
Reporter of other Mens Opinions, not his ewn, rin 
in his Philoſophical Writings: As Cicero, who an 
owns his own Defign to have been to collect th. 
the ſeveral Zypotheſes of the Greek Philoſo- . 
phers in Perſons likely, and becoming the Parts th. 
" allotted to them in his Dialogues; and to T] 
tranſlate them for the Uſe of his own Ro» wi 
mans. But how ſhall we then be able to 
diſtinguiſh when Plato ſpeaks his own Senſe, an 
and when he de/igns only to repreſent the be 
Senſe of the Perſon introduced by him? fo 
It is certain he never warys, us of any ſuch 
Defeen as Cicero did. It is certain his Com- 
mentators and Followers never underſtood him as 
Mr. Chiſhull does. I do not think he can 
give any one ſingle Inſtance, where they ever 
pretend to ſolve Inconſiſtencies in his Writings, | 
by doubting whether any Opinion delivered | © 
=: | in 
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of Humane Souls. 


in them with Approbation was his own, as far 


as his Academick Set, which doubted of all 


Things, had any fixed Opinions. As he was 


a Maſter of a Se&, his Office was not to re- 


port other Mens Opinions, but to deliver his 
own. And his Writings were taken for the 
laſting Monuments of thoſe Opinions, Nor 
would his Followers have been ſo concerned 
to reconcile them, if they had not underſtood 
that to have been his true Defizn. His Way 
of writing Dialognes, was only to give his 
own Senſe under likely Perſons. Socrates there- 
fore declared, he knew nothing of what Plato 
had written in his Name. And by compa- 
ring Timæus Locrus with the Timers of Plato, 
any. one may ſee, by Plato's Cultivation, 
that he tied himſelf zo further to the Opi- 
nions of Timæus than as himſelf approved 


them. And he was accordingly, in theſe 
Things, believed to be of the ſame Opinion 


with the Pythagoreansn. 

I ſhall add no more, but only to 54% God, 
and thank you for your kind 4ſiſtarce ; and to 
beg the Benefit of your Sacerdotal Prayers, 
for 95 


- 


Tour very much Oblized Friend, 


and Humble Servant, 
Henry Dod well. 
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| To the Reverend 
. NoRRIs, of Bemerton. 
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Bip Reverend, and very worthy $ I R, „ 

HE Dr/ign of this, is to give you 
my Thoughts on your ingenious 
Diſcourſe, concerning the Natural 


ſhould do fo, becauſe you have done me 
the Honour to own publickly, that my Epiſto- 
ary Diſcourſe gave the Occaſion of it. I am 
therefore, in the firſt Place, obliged: to re- 
turn you my hearty Thanks, that you have 


reproachſul to my Perſon. The rather, be 


%. 


cloſe to the Cauſe, without any Thing 


. 
My Thanks 
to the excellent 
; | Author for his 
Immortality of Humane Souls, It fair 


will, perhaps, be the leſs unexpected that I Manegement. 
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1 Lener to the Neben 
cauſe you are the #r// of my Adverſaries who 
have done ſo. And I think the Public is 
on the ſame Account obliged to you. Not 
that I fear any Thing they can charge me 
with on that Account, where nothing is pre- 
tended fox that Charge, hut that Ir 

ſomie antient Authors other ij iſe than ey do: 

But becauſe hereby we fhall confinè our 

ſelves to what the Pablick iscreally concer- 

ned in, as it is not in Fachs invidiouſly re- 
preſented by unfair * . I ſuch 
Things, even a true and juſt Vindic ion is a 
Loſs of Time to the Reader wp is not impro- 
ved by it. 1 
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do not ſee, how the Soul is, or, in this Senſe, can 


be Naturally Jmmozral. You ſay again, 
HY Mortality be meant Not Being, or any Peg. 61 


Tendency or Diſpoſition o Not Being, 
they you deny that the Soul has no Principle of 


 Moriality in it ſelf, You own, That the Soul 
has as great a Diſpoſitien not to be, if not ſup- 


ported by God, as a Child has a Diſpoſition to 


fall without the Help of the Nurſe. You con- | 
felS, That the Soul is fo far from having Peg. 63. 


2 Principle of Being in it ſelf, that it 
Naturally tends to the contrary; So that, as 
Mortality implies ceaſing to be, you do as 


fu Illy own the Natural Mortality of Humane 


Souls as I did, or was concerned to own it, 
in reference to the Deſgu of my Book. You 


own what Immortality it has to be Poſitive, 


(that is your Word) in reference to God as 


Pofitive Laws depend on the arbitrary Plea- 


ſure of Legiſlators, not having any Antece- 


dent neceſſary Reaſon grounded on the Na- 
ture of the Thing it (elf, that might oblige the 


' Legiſlator to determine it by his cn Sanction ; 


but that he ſtill may, if he pleaſes, and hen 
he pleaſes, leave them ſtill to their Original 


Indiſferency. Accordingly your Poſitive Im- 


mortality muſt be meant, of ſuch an af 


Immortality as is no neceſſary Conſequent of 
the Nature of the Being fo Immortalized, but 


which muſt wholly arpend on the Interven- 


tion of God, continuing it beyond whar could 
| haye been expected from the Natural Powers 
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114 A Letter to the Revetend 
Na of the Being it (elf without that Interven. 
tion. So far my other Adverſaries all agree 

with you, in granting me, That Humane 

Souls cannot ſecure their own Exiſtence, much 

leſs perpetuate it, if God ſhould be pleaſed to 

deſtroy them, or even to withdraw that In- 

fluence of his which is weceſſary for the Conti- 

nuance of that Exiſtence, on account of that 

general Dependence which is eſſential to Crea- 

tures, as they are Created Beings, They on- 

ly differ from me in this, That they think 

God is not at Liberty to deny what is requi- 

ſite on his Part for perpetuating Humane Souls, 

1 on account of their Nature as eſtabliſhed by 
_ himſelf at firſt arbitrarily, as being then at 
| hg = Liberty not to have eſtabliſhed it ſo; but be- 
ing ſince obliged by another arbitrary Deter- 
mination, never to depart from the Rules of 
his rf Eſtabliſhments, even in Particulars 
which were acknowledged Arbitrary when 
they were firſt eſtabliſhed, But you own a 
Natural Diſpofition and Tendency to Not being, 
not even an Indifferency to be, or not be. And 
therefore I cannot ſee any Law that you can 
even pretend from its Nature, that can oblige 
God to hinder it from that State of Non- 
Exiſtence, to which it has fo natural a Ten- 
dency. For if its Tendency to Not being be 
zatural to it, it is impoſſible that its Coptinuance 
in being can be zeceſſary,by any Law that can 
be deduced, as a juſt Conſequence from that 
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fame Nature. 
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This leaves it perfectly in the Power of . 
Cod to determine, whether the Soul ſhall _ Wl bl 
actually exiſt for ever, or not. And fo much — 
is granted me by all my other Adverſaries, Y Providence, 
as well as you. And this I have proved [ee 
ſufficient for my Purpoſe in my Preliminary Souls, char 
Defence, which J believe you had not ſeeri fn e 
when you wrote your acute Obſervations. for an Eternal 
But they pretend an Obligation on God to ſtand rate of Re- 
to his own Eſtablifiments in the firſt, how- 2 
ever then arbitrary, Settlements of particu- 

lar Natures, as a Natural Conſequent of ſuch 

Natures, on Which account they miake this 

Obligation alſo Nature. But they will not 

find it ſo eaſy a Matter to prove this Obliga- 

tion on Goa, never to deviate from theſe Rules 

of tlieſe firſt Settlements. In Miraculous and 
Extraordinary Caſes, they cannot queſtion 

bur that he is ſtill at Liberty to deviate from 

thoſe Arbitrar) Rules of the firſt Settlements. 


Why fo, but on account of the over-ruling 


Reaſons of greater, and more univerſal, Im- 
portante in thoſe rarer Caſes, than the Ob- 
ſervation of thoſe Precedents given at the firſt 
Settlements of thoſe particular Nature? ? And 
why may not the Reaſons concerned in the 
Caſes which ate excepted by me, of Unbap- 
tized Infants and Idiots, and Perſons who ne- 
ver heard of the Goſpel, over-rule ſuch an 
Arbitrary Precedent even in thoſe whole Ca- 
ſes? This I propoſe, in caſe there had been 
need of any Reahons that might over-rule the 
„ Hs © - © Jour 
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A Letter to the Reverend 
general Arbitrary Precedent. But I ſee no 
need of over-ruling Reaſons at all for Caſes 
| ſufficiently agreeable with the general De- 
ſign of the general Arbitrary Precedent. And 
that is indeed true, in the Caſes wherein I 
allowed of Atua! Death. The general De- 
ſign of God in immortalixing Souls, not Im- 
mortal in their own Nature, I preſume to be, 
that ſo they might be capable of being. obli- 
ged to receive the Goſpel, when preached to 
them, under pain of incurring Eternal Pu- 
niſhments, if they did not ſo receive it. But 
the Exceptions now mentioned are ſo far from 
claſhing wich that Defign, as that they are 
indeed neceſſary for keeping true to that ſame 
general Deſign, and ought to be allowed of, if 
that Deſign be /[ infiſted on? They ought 
not therefore to be taken for over-ruling 
Reaſons, but particular Proviſions neceſſary 
to be i»ſiſted on, in Compliance with that ſame 
Deſign. This is what I do not ſee how my 
other Ad verſaries can ever be able to dif- 
prove by ſolid Arguments. To you I have 
no need of urging it. For how can you 
pretend any Obligation from the Nature of 
Humane Souls, that may reſtrain God from 
complying with the Natural Tendency and 
_ Diſpoſition of. thoſe ſame Souls ( acknow- 


ledged by your ſelf) to a State of Now- | 


Exiſtence > How can you call this Obligation 
Natural, which your ſelf acknowledge ſo 
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Mr. J. Norris, of Bemerton 117 
that ſame Natzre, Your Poſitive /mmorta- 
tity, in Alluſion to the Pofitivity of Laws, 
ſeems to me to be no other but an mmortali- 
ty depending on the Arbitrary Pleaſure of God, 
as ſtill continuing Arbitrary, in regard of any 
ues Rules ſettled by himſelf, for hindring 
Nature from taking her Courſe in theſe parti- 
cular Caſes. This is the very Immortality 
aſſerted by me, as precariouſiy depending on 
the Divine Will, in Oppoſition to an Inmor- 
tality by the Nature of the Souls themſelves. 
Thar ſame Divine Will is the Term to which 
an Immortality by Nature is oppoſed in Plato, 
and by the Fathers produced by me. Nor 
« |. can any of my Adverſaries deny but that 
ir whey 4% ſo oppoſe them. No not in their 
r | Higheſt and angrieſt Charges of Palffication. 
| Thus far therefore I do not ſee how you 
differ from me. „ 
Nor did the Deſign of my Book, for ac- , 
counting hereby for, the difficulteſt Diſputes f Cauſe did 
of our Modern Divinity, ever oblige me to |, def — _ 


mean Immortality in any other Senſe than this, ther Natura! 
Mortality of 


1 „ 


was that which would relieve Infants, and hen that 
| Jdiots, and thoſe who never did, or could, 3 
6 Non-EJI- 


hear of the Goſpel, from the Hazards of Eter- gee” and « 
u Miſery, without entitling them to an In- peed by eur 
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-| + pedt bur by the Toyls and Difficulties of a 
© ſuffering Self-denying Virtue, and. yer without 
an Eternity of Exiſtence, neithet of Pain nor 
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mortal Happineſs,” which others could not ex- vf duther. 
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1 A Letter 10 the Rever A 
IJ ever 
inſiſt, nor did I think my ſelf obliged by the 
Merit of my Cauſe to inſiſt, on any other 
manner of loſing their F xiſtence by diſſolution 
of their Parts, provided that it was God's 
actual Pleaſure that they ſhould not exiſt at 
all. But you blame me for aſſerting ſimply 
that which is not true, but in a certain Senſe. 


And you make it imply being Mortal all over. 


It muſt needs be Mortal all over if it be Mor- 
tal at all, upon your Hypotheſis, of making 
it a pure Spirit, and uncapable of Parts. It 


muſt needs be fo, if by Death you mean, as 
I do, a Ceafing to be. If you have another 


Notion of Death than this, we ſhall not agree 
in the Importance of the Terms, and your 
Argument will run on four Terms. If you 
will avoid this, take my Senſe of the Word, 
and be pleaſed ro try whether Non Axiſtence 
be capable of your Diſtinction. If it be not, 


I could not think it agreeable to my Purpoſe 
to make »ſe of it. And why might I not 
affirm the Soul ro be naturally Mortal imply, 


if it be ſo in all that Senſe in which a Being | 
of that Nature, of which the Soul is, can 


Poſſibly be Mortal 2 Your Notion, worthy Sir, 


of Immortality for an Indifſolubility of Parts, 
goes not any way, that I know of, ſerve the 
Deſign of my Adwerfaries, in aſſerting a Na- 


rural Immortality of Humane Souls, which is, 


ro ſecure them a Perpetual Exiſteuce. Bur 


your Notion of a Nature Incorruptibility by | © * 
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M,. J. Norris, of Bemerton. 
aiſſolution of Parts, as aſcribed to a Being that 
is. ſuppoſed to have 20 Parts at all, (if it 


proves an Thing at all,) proves an Immorta- 
lity rather Eſſential than Natural. It proves 


ſuch-a one as even Divine Omnipotence can- 


not over- rule, becauſe it implies a Contra- 
dition, Which is more than even my Ad- 
verſaries themſelves dare challenge to any 
Created Being, and more than themſelves aſ- 
ſert to be the Senſe of the Fathers that are 
controverted between us. Nor does it ſe- 
eure any Exiſtence at all to the Soul on its 
Separation from the Boay. So far it is from ſe- 


curing an Exiſtence that may be in any Senſe 


Perpetual. Ihe Propoſition is very true, 
That what has zo Parts, is uncapable of a 


Diſſelution- of its Parts, as well from Eternity 


as to Eternity, though there never had been 
ſuch a imple Being as had no Parts at all. It 
therefore 4bſtracts irom Exiſtence, and ſuppoſes 
no Exiſtence at all. Or if any ſhould think 
Exiſtence neceſſary for founding its Eternal 
Truth, it muſt be an Exiſtence as neceſſary as 
that of God is, as well 4 Parte ante, as 4 
Parte poſt, which I preſume is more than you 
will think fit to allow to any Creature, when 
you ſhall be pleaſed to conſider it impartially. 
Thus you ſee, honoured Sir, how improper 
it had been for me to have taken any Notice 
of this other Member of your Diſtinction, 
when ir ſo little concerned the Cauſe of my 
Adverſaries, as well as mine. 
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A Letter to the Reverend © 
| 5. la truth, this Notion of Jacorruptibility by 
= ie knot of Diſſolution of Parts, can have no other Ia- 
lien for an In- fluence on our preſent Diſpute, than as Nen- 
— dilfolubility Exiſtence would prove a neceſſary Conſequence 

ſcribed re = Of the Parts, or at leaſt as Iyſenfibility would 
Being chat 5s follow from it, by which the Complexes might 
Jo -- be extmpted from, at leaſt, any Senſe of Pain 
leaves nothing ; and Mifer But it is plain, that you own -/ 
Fiete , no Non-Exiſtence as the Conſequence of the Se- 
| & capebleof Paration of the fingle Parts, unleſs it be to the 
Rewards er, Individual Compolitum. Yet even that may 
|  Puniſhments. ſeeure. the Complex from a Senſe of Miſery and 
* | Puniſhment, if the ſame Parts, immediately 
upon the Diſſolution of this ſenſible Complex, 
do afterwards coaleſce into another Complex 
that is inſenſible, and no way concerned for 
the Merits or Demerits of the other Complex, 
5h of which they had formerly been Parts. The 
=: Sins of the Body, as well as the Soul, are 
= ſuppoſed prniſhable at the Neſurrection. Vet 
&- -  thar does not affect the other Complexes into 
RESP which the Parts of our Bodies enter, in the 
93 ſeveral Changes undergone by them in the 
* mean time. Our Bodies, in the Interval, 
turn into Soil, that Soil into Graſs, that Graſs 
into the Bruiis that feed on it. Not now to 
. mention the Animals, who may fecd on our 
C.,ercaſſes themſelves before their Change into 
= - thoſe other inanimate Complexes. Yet theſe 
Changes ſecure thoſe Bodies from the Puniſh- 
1 ment of their former Sins, till they be reſto- 
1 ted again to the ſame State wherein they 
1 1 = =. WE: 
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Mr. J. Norris, of Bemerton. 

were when they committed them. Then 
indeed, and not till then, they are made ob- 
noxious to the Puniſhment of the Sins to 
which they were acceſſary whilſt they were 
next united to their ſeveral Souls reſpectively. 
Thus the 7naiſſolubility of the Body would fo 
long expoſe it to. Puniſhment, if it had been 
conſiſtent with Senſation, whilſt the Soul. is 
ſeparated from it. To be ſure it muſt do ſo 
in the Caſe of the Soul it ſelf, which can- 
not be conceived to exiſt without Life, nor 
to live without that inferior Animal Life, 
which conſiſts in Senſation. But this can- 
not be the Caſe of the Soul, but upon the 
- Suppoſition of its being of a Sublunary Ma- 
terial Original, inveſted with a Material Ve. 
Hicle capable of being diſſolved into Parts, 
and of Senſation, whilſt the Parts are not 
actually diſſolved. Nor will your Hypothe- 
ſis allow of this Way of making the Soul 
this Way naturally Incorruptible, as having 
Parts naturally Inſeparable, your only Rea- 
ſon being grounded on its Simplicity, as 
having 10 Parts at all. You therefore can- 
not, I think, avoid owning the Soul to be 
naturally Mortal, as to all the Ends and Pare 
poſes for which I aſſerted it. You there- 
fore ſecure nothing naturally Mortal, that can 
be capable of Eternal Rewards or Puniſb- 
ments. © Woes DG TRE” 
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122 A Letter to the Reverend 
6. But I know no Ground you have for this 


ane Deffrine I Simplicity of Spiritual Beings, either in the 


zhe purely 


Spiritual Na- Scriptures, or the Doctrine of the Primitive 


> T an Church, The Scripture Account of this Matter, 
| wobnown in che 1 think, I have ſettled in my Fuſt Defence of 
firſt aus pureſt the Epiſiolary Diſcourſe. As for the Primitive 


Eu. Church, as they were unanimous in owning 
the Fire of Hell Material, fo I know no Au- 


thor of thoſe ff and pareſt Ages, who ever 
thought that any but Material Beings were 
capable of ſuffering by a Fire of that Nature. 
Several of them prove the Corporeity of even 


the ſeparate Soul from the Parable of the Rich 
Man tormented in the Flames of Hades. But 


not one of them, that I know of, ever al- 
lowed the Fire of Hell to have any Power 
for influencing pure Spirits perfectly diveſted 
of all Material Adherences. In truth, the 
Uſe of that Fire, in the Opinion of the Pla- 
toniſts, was thought to be to bury away thoſe 


Corporeal Feculencies contracted by the Con- 


verſation of Humane Souls with Sublunary 


Matter when they were thought curable, 


which they were not always thought to be. 


When theſe were by this Fire, or other Par- 


gative Elements, deſtroyed, and the Souls re- 


duced thereby to their Native Simplicity, ſuch 
Souls were then thought at liberty to recover 
their Original Cæleſtial Habitation, as e 


their W7gs unpinioned, (that is the Platonic 


Language concerning this Matter) which had 


before been faſtened or molted by thoſe Re- 
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mainders of their Sublunary Converſation. 
This was the Opinion of thoſe who made 
the Souls of a Heavenly Original, not only as 
made by God himſelf immediately, but as 
made alſo by him of Cæleſtial Ingredients 
alone, which would never have depreſſed or 
confined her to theſe lower Habitations, which 
was ſuppoſed to be Preternatural to her. But 
this Original from Cæleſtial Ingredients alone 
would never have made the Saul xen gvmras, 
of an Amphibious Nature, indifferent of i 
ſelf to live in both Regions, the Cæleſtial or 
the Sublunary, and confined ro one of them by 

a Conſequence reſulting from the Determina: 
tion of her own Free-Will, Thus far therer 
fore even the Platonifts themſelves aſcribed a 
middle Nature to her; owning only her Ns 
as properly Cæleſtial; but her Pſychical Part 
capable of being fixed to Subceleſtial Abodes 
by her exceſſive Delight in Objects Subliminary, 
and of confining her Ns, here allo, if it ſuf - 
fered it ſelf to be over · ruled by her. This was 
the Platonic Hypotheſis whereby they ac. 
counted for the Original of the Calamities be- 
falling Humane Souls. And it ſeems to have 
been followed by the Origenians profeſſedly, 
and unawares by ſome: Fathers of the Third 
and Fourth Centuries, but cenſured in them by 
the ſedater Counſels of the Catholic Church, 
The Scripture Account owns the 4vy} Cd, 
the Image of the firſt Adam, to be wholly Mor- 
tal, and aſcribes all the /mmortality _— 
"Bk OE A | Soul 
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A Letter to the Reverend+ 
Souls can pretend to, to their bearing the 
Image of the ſecond Adam, the Lord from Hea- 
ven. Thus this Immortality is propoſed, ra- 
ther as a Reward of our Free- will, (as the Fa- 
thers expreſly affirm it to be) than as a Re- 
1 foring any loſt Ingredient of our Humane Nature. 
* By this Hypotheſis, our Souls will be of a 

Nature wholly Sublunary; yet made capable of 
ſubfiſting in Hades without the Organical Body, 
for as long or as ſbort a Time as God is pleaſed 
30 continue his Act of Breathing it, which 
zave it the Life (it enjoys at preſent) before 
its Entrance into the Bay, and therefore 
without ndence on that fame Organical 
| Body. This is a Favozr granted to it beyond 
Brutal Souls, in regard of this nobler Original, 
than that which Br#tes can pretend to: That 11175 
whereas God was pleaſed to command the gp 
| Farth to produce the Bodies and Souls of Brutes, | <P 
thereby ſignifying their going downwards, their 
falling to the Earth, their periſping, upon the 
Diſſolation of their Souls from their Brutal Bo- 
dies: Yer God gave Exiſtence to Humane Souls 
before he breathed them into Humane Bodies, 
Which therefore cannot be. ſuppoſed to fail 
upon their Separation from their Bodies, but 
to go wpwards, and to return to the Lord that 
gave them, to exiſt in Fades, the common 
BIG Receptacle of bad as well as good Souls, till 
the Day of Judgment, which is to put an End 
to Fades as well as the Grave. This I have 
Poeoved in my Scrimure Account of Future 3 
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nal Rewards and Puniſhments, without an In- 


mortality reſulting from the Nature of the Souls 


_ themſelves. This plainly ſuppoſes even our 
' ſeparate Souls Material and Corporeal, and there- 


implies a Diſſolubility into the Parts whereof 
ſuch a Being does conſiſt 
Nor will you, perhaps, be able eaſily to 
daly experience in our Minds, upon a frequent 
Repetition of As of the ſame Hina, 1 out 
Corporeity. The Adding or Diminution of like 


* 


ronger or weaker, Inclinations reſulting from 
the Nature of thoſe Fus, But frequent Repe- 
tition of Acts cannot affect a pure Spirit, 
eſpecially a Reaſonable one, as not making any 
thing appear more Reaſonable for being fre- 
| quently ſuggeſted. It is eaſily conceivable 
By the Acceſſion of new Homogeneous Similar 
Parts may encreaſe that in Similitude between 


the Bring to which thoſe Parts are added, and 


the Objects which are the Cauſts of that nen 
Acceſſion. And it is again as eaſy to conceive 
how that Similitude may, with the zew Parts, 
ſtrengthen the Inclination to the like Acts, and 
add new Vigour to it, the Similar Parts not 
being purely paſive, but endued with the 


lite Inclination to act with that Principle, and 


thoſe Parts to which they ate ſuppoſed to be 
ccceſſonary. Thence it is as eaſily concei _ 
X 80 
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fore Naturally Mortal in your ſecond Senſe, as 
Mortality implies Corruption, and Corruftion | 


ve an Account of that Habitual Facility we Nu # is agree- 


Parts may eaſily account for ee and 
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for Corporeal Objects, which the Uſe of 1 
Free- wil had made habitually ungratefal to Nr. 8 
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A Letter to the Reverend 


how an Inclination had to the Objects which are 
ſuppoſed to be the Cauſes of that Acceſſon: 
Which Inclination we may call Love ſimply, 
and Defire, when the ObjeFs are ſuppoſed ab- 
ſent ; and muſt encreaſe in the like Proportian 
as the acceſſionary Parts grow more numerous. 


And the like Reaſoring will hold as to the 


Diminution of this Inclination, and the Intro- 
auction of contrary Inclinations by the E xpul- 
ſion of the preſent Parts, and ſupplying their 


Places with nem acceſſionary Parts of a Hete- 


rogencous and Difſimilar Nature. But how this 
Change can be effected on the contrary Hypo- 
_ theſis, of the Soul's being a pure Spirit, un- 
Parts, I conſeſs I do not un- 


capable of any Parts, Ie 
derſtand ; eſpecially in 4 Reaſonable Creature, 
when the Change is ſo far from being Reaſon- 


able, as that it is contrary to Right Reaſon. 
Nay, is believed alſo to be ſo, by them who 
their Conſciences, Vet this ap- 


act againſt 
pears to be the Nature even of our ſeparate Souls, 


that they ſil retain the Habits acquired by 


them in their Organical Bodies. That they 


did fo, was the commonly received Opinion 


concerning the Diſpofitions and Inclinations re- 
maining in ſeparate Souls, which had been 
acquired by them in the State of Conjunction. 


| Thar they retained the ſame Delights for Cor- 


poreal Objects, to which they had formerly ad- 
dicted themſelves; and the ſame Hoes | 


their 
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MM. J. Norris, of Bemerton. © 
And that theſe remaining Habits made them 
uncapable of the Fruitions of the future State, 
and aiſalled them in their Aſcenſion to the 
Place of happy Souls; and expoſed them to 
Pains, not only of the neceſſary Fruſtration 
of ſuch ſenſaal Defires, but of the. Inflidtions 
of the Corporeal Fire, Theſe Things plainly 
ſuppoſe the like Corporeal Conſiſtence in the 
Vehicular Bodies of ſeparate Souls, for retain- 
ing theſe Corporeal Impreſſions, (which is the 
moſt probable Account of the Cauſe of Ha- 
bits) as had been in them, whilſt they had 
been in their ſeveral Bodies reſpectively, 
Whilſt they acquired thoſe Habitual Inclina- 
tions. Had it been otherwiſe, it would 
have been hard to underſtand how ſuch In- 
clinations and Averſations for Senſual Objects 
could remain, when their Diſſolutiop from their 
Bodies had made them #»capable of Corporeal 
| Senſe, and of receiving Impreſſions from Cor- 
poreal Objects, and of Sen ſeal Reliſhes or Diſ- 
guſts. It muſt as little affect ſeparate Souls to 
remember the Enjoyments or Uneafineſſes of ſen- 
ſible Objects, when they could have no ſenſi- 
ble Perception of thoſe Enjoyments or Uncaſi- 
neſſes; as it does nom affect us to think of 
Spirituals, whilſt we have no ſenſible Impreſſion 
made upon us by Things purely Spiritual, but 
by thoſe only which are only Corporeal. For 
pure Spirits are as uncapable of Pains or De- 
lights from Bodies, as our embodied Spirits are 
of Delights or Pains from purely Spiritual Ob- 
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| Corporeal Impreſſions depends eſſentia 
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112 A Letter to the Reverend © 
jects. The rather fo, becauſe Incorporated 


Souls communicate with the Senſes, and receive 
Informations and Affections from them: But 
ſeparate Spirits can have no Senſes with which 
they can communicate ; becaule ry pn of 
| on the 

Senſory Organs, which are likewiſe corporeal, 
diſunited from pure Spirits. Nor is there- 
fore any ſuch Diſpute among the earlieſt Fa- 


 thers, as is now in the Schools, how the Cor» 


poreal Fire can afflict a pure Spirit. A Sign, 
that the Doctrine was not then thought of, 


upon which this Diſpute is fundamentally 


grounded. Im 
a pure Spirit. 
This, Honoured 


mean, that of the Sou/'s being 
Sir, is the Principle on 


The Platonifts hich you are pleaſed to gronnd all the Claim 

| —— that Humane Souls can pretend to, of an In- 
— mortality by Nature, in your Opinion. And [ 
| Schools, and in thoſe later Ages with which 
the ſubtile Maſters of the Schools were ac- 


that it has i 


eed prevailed in the 


quainted, who were by no means qualified to 
judge of the Original Monuments of our Chri- 
ftian Religion, upon which, when their Reaſon- 
ings are not grounded, they muſt needs fail, 
how ſpeciows and promifing ſoever they appear 
at the firſt View. And I cannot find, that 


this Notjon was ever much received in the 


. firſt Ages of Authority, from which we are to 


take our Data in our Theological Reaſonings, if 


we will Reaſon ſolidly. Your ſelf have obſcr- 


ved 
- ff P 
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NV. J. Norris, of Bemerton. fos: 
ved how Plato, in his famous Paſſge in the 
Timæus, explains his Notion of mating and 
producing even the fatFitiows Gods, and deſtroy. 

ing them, to be H n, and ne, of the Parts 
F 


ctively; and that he makes theſe Gods of the 


— 


ſame Mature with Humane Souls. You know 
he makes them all Corruptible and Mortal Na- 
turally in this very Senſe, in which alone you 
are pleaſed to deny their Natural Mortality, even 
as Mortality implies a Diſſolution of tlie con- 
ſtituent Parts. You know the Divine gehn 
is given by him as rheir only Preſervative 
from Actial Diſſolution, as being it felf a fir- 
mer Bond than any he Rue of, as ingredient 
in their Nature. © You know withal, that he 
delivers all this in h Person of Timeus the 
| I not difagreeably to the Senſe of 
| Timens himſelf, as appears from his own 
Original Doric Diſcourſe on the ſame Sub- 
| jeR, ſtill extant. Theſe two put together, 
ſeem to have been the Originals of all that Part 
of Philoſophy to which the Name of Theology 
Was appropriated among the Heathens, eſpe- 
cially among the Greeks, in the Age of the 
| Apoſtles. © This was the Hypotheſis either 7a- 
tied in ſome Things, or corrected in others, 
by the Revelations of the Goſpel, This ſame 
Hypotheſis gave occaſſon for the firſt Hereſies, 
whilſt they blindly followed it, even in Parti- 
culars corrected by the Revelations of the New 
Teſtament, And we find by the Prolemaic Va- 
„ 1 lentinian 
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ning of S. Trenæus, that thoſe Gnoſticks we 6 | 


. Nood their Patriarch, as Fertallian calls him 


to that Purpoſe. The La of their 2 
their Heav mh. Sophia, the Mother of 
Achamath or Cochmoth, the Zei 
is there ſigniſied to de an imminent _— 
of her Diſſolution. Vet they reckon her 
among their proper ons, far exceeding the 
Demiurgus and Coſmoeratores, to wh yeh even 
her Daughter Achamoth wagghought I 
Theſe therefore wh were ieved erbe, 
" that” wa Nature, ca- 


unhappy U ir TH! 
theſis then — cet ** 
Diſſolubility made go X 5 „ rho Ne 
ture, ea is aſcribed to them by Plato, Thar 
this Matura! Diſſolubility of their Parts had 
entitled them to the Region of Mortal Beings, 


the dee dard u, as he calle] it, from which they 

were exempted by nothing but this Interpoſition 
ol the Divine co, by which they were to be 
reſcued from that Attual Death, to which they. 


had been otherwiſe expoſed, as a Conſequence 


of their own Mature. £ All Beings therefore 
that were naturally capable of Sin, muſt, in 


Conſequence-to this Reaſoning, be owned to be 
Naturally Mortal alſo. Which Conſequence is 


owned by S. uſt Martyr, where he acknows-- 
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that is, Natwully Inmortal, in that Senſe 
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_ wherein he there 
take to have been the Meaning of the Plao- 


i explains himſelf. This 1 


Moves, even in reference to theſe Celeſtial Be- 


-Ings. Me, = is ſuppoſed to be one, as not to 


be a united Complex of Beings different from 
each other. This is a perfet#h-fmple Eſſence, 
and is #pproptiared to the Ap gt T et 
as the Platons called them; or the Three 
Perſons of the Bleſſed Trinity, in the Stile of 
our Chriſtian Anceſtors. . The E, with 
them were believed ot only, as Complexes 
conſiſting of many Particulars, no otherwiſe 


ne with each other than as mutually anited. 
and thereby concurring to the Conſtitution 
of aggregate Beings: And to this Sort they 


refer all created Intellectual Beings of the higheſt 


Rank. What is this but to acknowledge, 


that even” ſuch Beings conſiſt of Parts into 
which they are naturally diffoluble, if God had 


pleaſed to permit their act ua Diſſolntion? The 


like may be obſerved concerning their 


Doctrines of Simplicities and Multiplicities; 


the later of which is by them aſcribed to the 
moſt perfect created: Intellects. Vet, I confeſs, 


they call theſe Celeſtial Beings dc: But 
it is on the ſame Account as they uſe the like 
ſeemingly-contradiitory Forms of Speech even 


of Ged himſelf, when they call him ws , 


12 and 


| ledges, That rhe Son could not have been 
Zuilſty of Sin and fly, if it had been a, 
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1322 A Letter to the Reverend ' 
and yet z, m ; meaning only, that he is not FF _ 
ſuch a Being as we are acquainted with, and | yfe 
with thoſe Imperfedtions to ybich our weak | wit 
Apprehenſions are liable, even in framing a | ap 


\ 


WY 


general Notion. of Being. So their Meaning 147 
is, That they ate not ſuch Bolies as our Sab- the 
lunary ones, which ate they alone Which are | Be 
ftnomn to us: en that they have fro 
| not «rmwzizy, to reſiſt our Touch, which is the | 74: 
1 main xpmieor by which we judge of Bodies. +. mu 
| So the Old Man, in S. Juſtin Martyt's Dia- or 
aue, proves the World in general Corraptible, ow 
114 DPDPeäecauſe it has this n , and thereby ap- is 
1 pears to to be of the ſame Nature with tholse | an 
2 Bodies of whoſe Production and Deſtrution | An 
23 we have daily Experience. But the Suppo» | be 
8 ſition of Plato, that the Kos of their Pares is of chi 
F _. fſucha Nature, as would make them liable to | 
1 the ies dardru, if God had not, by his own wl 
1 Exe, exempted them from it, plainly ſuppoſes pe 
_ _ them to have Pans in the very ſame Senſe in | w! 
| 1 which they are aſcribed to Sublunary Bodies, w! 
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3 and that their Difference from them conſiſts tie 

only in theſe Particulars: That they are not fo 
compounded of contrary Principles, which ne, m 
ceſſarily come to a tuinous Cyiis within 2 a 
certain Period, as Sublunary Bodies are; and Pit. 


- 2 
£ * 4 
1 


0% has reſtrained their Nature from that | be 
Molution of Generations and Corruptions which | I 

is the Lot of Sublunary Bodies, which are |\. R 
compoſed of ſuch contrary Principles. The 7" 
like ſeeminghy-paradexical Form of Speech a 
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MM,. J. Norris, of Bemerton. 


uſe concerning the other Term by which Di- 


_ wifible Beings are ſigniſied by them. They 


5 appropriate the Name of "yay to the Sablu- 


nary Diſtrict; yet ſo as they could not deny 
the Thing /rexified by the Name to thoſe 


Beings which were Celeſtial.. This is plain 
from Three Principles ; God, Matter, and 
Iden. Whatever therefore is not God, 


muſt, according to them, be either Matter 


or /dea. But it is certain, that nothing is 
owned by them for a Divine Being, but what 
is alſo owned by them to be Immortal, nor 


any further than it is Immortal. The Mun- 
| dane Gods therefore could not, by them, have 
been taken for Gods, any otherwiſe than as 


the Supreme Being was pleaſed Actually to Im- 
mortalize them. But that Nature of theirs 
which needed this adſcititions Immortality for 
perpetuating ir, and which had thoſe Parts 


which needed this former Nas, than that was 


which belonged to its own Original Conſtitu- 
tion, What can it be but Matter properly 


ſo called, which would, of it ſelf, have been 


more properly ranked with the Sublunary Hyli- 


cal Beings, if the Divine Will had not exem- 
| pted them? They do indeed make Hie to 
be the EKa41 00, the Receptacle of the Ectypal | 
* Impreſſions from the Archetypal Idea, and the 
Reaſon of the Multiplication of the imprinted 


Repreſentations, or cee, as the Wax or Clay 


is of the Multiplication of the ſeveral Simili- 


0 — —  _ 


tudes atrived from the ſame Seal. This muſt 
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it. And herein Arifotle agreed with his 
Maſter Plato, in owning a Matter in his 
Nainteſſential vu, though his Modern Fol- 


BE lowers will have it to be of a different Species 


agrecably to the Mind of Plate, as J have 
now explained „ CER 7 Wy 


7 | 
Nor aid the ä | ; 2 0# | ; , 2 127 ö a 
firſt Chriſti» Reaſon) regard theſe Opinions of the Philoſo- 


ent cn any Phers Of that Age, however generally received, 


lach Tndivifi- if they had been over- ruled by the Revelations 
fates Gol. e of the ſurer Word of Propheſy, at leaſt in this 


their Pollutions with Women, was then ſo 
univerſally received for the firſt Three Centuries, 


came this to be as generally received amon 


* 


the Chriſtians, as the lite Uncleanneſſes of their 


Principal Gods were believed by the Heathens 
themſelves, if thoſe Chriſtians had been of 


the Modern Opinion concerning the Sr 


Spiritual Nature of Flumane Souls > Cou 


they have been vniverſally ignorant of the New = 
iepelatieus of the Goſpel in that Particular. 


— 


_ neceſſatily ſuppoſe Matter in all the Deriug- 
tive or Ectypal quvis, as the Carſe” of their 
Multiplication, as there can be no Multiplica- 
tion of the ſame Efigies in the Sea without 
a Matter qualified to receive Impreſſions from 


from that Matter which is Sublunary, Not ſo 


But you wil not (as indeed you have no 


Particular. And | am well aware, that it is 
nom the generally received Opinion that they 
were indeed ſo over. ruled. But how then 
came it to paſs, that the Fall of Angels, by 
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correcting thoſe Opinions which had been 
univerſally received before > But how can 
vou avoid the Confeſſedly- Divine Teſtimony of 
S8. Jads, Exprallly quoring and that with A. 
probation, the Propheſy of Enoch, on which 0 —— 3 
that Opinion was principally grounded ? 1 
That P. hep. might have been the Work of + Wo 
ſome FHelleniſtical Sophiſt in the Perſon of tate 
3 
a 


Patriarch. But S. Jude adds a Divine © | 
luthority to thoſe Particulars of it which hge 
was pleaſed to quote with Approbation, s 
S8. Paul did to ſome particular Sayings of che 
© Heathen Poets, Menander and Aratus. Nor 
| does 5. Peter himſelf ſeem to diſlike it, where 
he has ſo many Expreſſions parallel with thoſe 
Paſſages of S. Jude. They are plainly fleſhly 
Sins with which theſe Angels are charged by 
both Apoſtles. Of the lite Mature with thoſe 14 
„of the Sodomites, and the Pollutiong of the 4-3 
Hieſb, imputed to thoſe Gnoſticks, with whom i 4 
fthoſe Apoſtles were then dealing. The Book 

„ of Enoch did indeed make the Sethians deſcend 
from Mount Hermon, when they engaged 
' themſelves in that anclean Communication 
with the Cainite Nomen, and made the Name 
of red the Patriarch an Aluſion and Monu- 

ment of that Deſcent, as falling out about the 
\. . Time of that Patriarchs Nativity. As the 
Name Pele is ſuppoſed,by ſome,to have been |} | 
given to another Patriarch, on occaſion of his l 4 
being born at the Time of the Diviſion of 413 
Tiengues, on the Attempt of building the 
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A Letter to the Reverend | 
Tower of Babel. But the Spirits of thoſe. anc 
 Sethians are (aid to be impriſoned, and reſerved tha 

in Chains of Darkneſs to the Judgment of the of 
Great Day: Exactly as Semixas and his Fellow- ſtin 
Rebels ate ſaid to have been bound, with the bei 
ſame Deſign, in the Book of Enoch. They | Vn 
are alſo expreſly called Angels by the Apoſtle Ori 
himſelf. What therefore can be meant by Hh 
this Judgment, but that of the Fire which = 
the Devil and his Angels are adjudged to be in- wel 
flicted on them at that J dreadful Day? cal 
What can the {Nov bu e,,ỹmmean, but Heaven, an 
the proper Reſidence of Angelical Spirits be- wt 
fore their Deſcent into the Humane Bodies of the 
the Sethians? This Fob allo ſeems to allude ha 
to, when he tells us, that the Heavens are co 
not pure in God's Sight, and that he has char- Fl: 
ged his Angels with Filly. In the Senſe where- Se 
in the Scripture uſes the Word Folly, particu- Fa 
larly with a Regard to the Sins of ſenſual th 
 Uncleanneſs. Job's Alluſion alſo to the Giants, Cr 
who periſhed in the Waters, ſeems to regard = 
the ſame Fewiſh Traditions delivered in the wi 
Book of Enoch. Theſe Angels therefore, here | nit 
concerned, are plainly ſuppoſed, in theſe Rea. wi 
ſonings, to have been Originally of a Heavenly Cd 
Nature. And l that is alſo ſuppoſed when the) «ha 
are ſaid to be impriſoned, and to be bound wit 0 
Chains of Darkneſs, on Account of their Con- 0 
nement to theſe Sublunary Regions of Darke | th 
hs 25, as confiſtent with their going to and fro in 
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and Spiritual Wickedneſſes in Heavenly Places; 
that is, as Heaven is taken for the upper Part 
of the Sublunary Diſtrict : Yet in contradi- 


being taken for an Impriſonment and 


ſtinction to Heaven "re ſo called. This, 


a Con- 


Fremen, plainly ſhews them to have been 


Originally of a Caæleſtial Extraction, 


above 


| Zhle, and the Diſtrict of actual Death and 

Corruption. The chaining of Satan in the Re- 
velations, and of Jſmodew in the Helleniſti- 
cal Book of Tobit, are plainly Occaftonal only, 
and Temporary, nothing to that Chaining ro 


| 


| 


Which they were adjudged immediately upon 
their Fall, Vet even theſe were ſuppoſed to 
have Material Parts, without Which they 
could not have been obnoxious to theſe 
Fleſhly Concupiſcences. And if the Myſtical 
Senſe of the Prophet, concerning Lucifers 
Fall, be meant of the Chief of theſe Angels, 
the higheſt Rank of Angels, and therefore of 
Created Beings, were not exempted from this 
Corporeal Temptation. And that the Chief De- 


vil was of that Rank, is the common Opi- 


nion of the Schoolmen, and other Modern Di-. | 
vines. However, the Demon "Tay; , and the 
| Cirecratores, were moſt certainly believed to 


have Parts, and thoſe Material Ones. 


Even 


5 „ Te ) a 
Oracles of their own confeſs that they were 


* nouriſhed, and received a ſenſible Delight from 


the Nidor of the Sacrifices that were offered. 
to them. Let theſe were they who were 
gone believed to maintain a Cmmunicatn 


wich 


ter Parts: 


A Letter to the Revere 


. *prove the Gods then war ſhipped to be Devils 

| | 558 this confeſſed Groſſneſs of their Vehicles, as 
appearing from their wa 47 in bloudy Sacrifi- 
ces. This was conceived ſufficient to prove 


- 
14 


them compoſed even of Sublunary Matter. 


Yet none of the Angels were thought free from 
. Celeſtial Mater. the Diviſibility into Parts, 
/ © Which is a neceſſary Conſequent of that Mat- 


"| ter. Which muſt neceſfarily expoſe them to 


Natural Mortality in your own Senſe, as that 

ſignifies Natural Corraptibility by a Natural Diſ- 

- ſolubility of the Parts ingredient in the Coxſti- 
—A BA 

10. If therefore no Created Being whatſoever 
Sept Ac. #0 Parts into which it might be naturally di- 
count of their vided ; if even thele Sublunary Intelligences 


W 100 4 were thought inveſted with even Sublunary 


_Junary Mat- Matter, which made them liable to A4 
ter diviſible Death in the Opinion of Plutarch ; however 


ax neal] ghey to Corruption in the molt ignoble Senſe, where- 


by they were thought confined to the Region 


* of Death, and Actual Corruption: If Humane 
Souls, ſince their Loſs of Præternaturals, are, 


in courſe, ſubjected to theſe inferior Demons, 


and 1. to them, as being of themſelves 


of an Order inferior to them, after their Re- 
duction to their Original Nature ; How can 
our Souls be thoùght fo purely Spiritual, as to 
have no Parts that may be naturally diſſoluble? 
But I have profeſſedly proved, that the Scri- 
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with Mankind immediately. And the Chriſtians - 


Mer are uw Was believed fo free from Matter, as to have 


prares 
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the Divine Spit, which was really defiened 
for us, if we had continued in our Innecency, 


» 
* 


f 


10, of Be merton, 


1 
* 


por own no ſach Spirituality of our Sab as 


S not diviſible into Parts, or of a higher than 
Sublunary Extraction, as to its own Nuure, 
and abſtracting from the Divine e of 


as a Reward of our Obedience. For this, I 


have given my Rezſons in my Scripture- Ac 


count of the Rewards or Puniſhments allotted to 
us, without any Immortality neceſſarily reſulting 


from the Nature of our Souls themſelves. There 


you may ſee them, and I am now willing 
to be exc»fed from repeating them, This only 
I obſerve in ſhort, that the Huage which we 
derive from the Firſt Adam, is by St. Paul 


oppoſed to the Secend Adam, the Lord from 
Heaven. And, even in regard of the Sn, 
it is no more than a living Soul by a derivas 


tive Life inſufficient to ſeture it ſelf from actuai 


Death; it is reckoned as Earthly, Choical, and 


ſuch as in which we muſt 40 die, if not reſ- 
cued by the Oivine Spirit. Which Reaſonings 


plainly ſuppoſe all that we have, by Natur 


Propagation, not to exceed the Rank of Sub- 
lunary Beings : That all that is in Man, 41. 
ſtin from the Divine Baptiſmal Spirit, is 
. by the Apoſtle to be no other than 


Fleſh and Blood, even the Fleſhly Mind it ſelf; 


Such as cannot enter into the Kingdom of God, 
which is Heaven, nor inherit Incorruption. This 
you will be pleaſed to conſider, how con- 


fifent it is with your Notion of Natural Im- 


 prtality, 
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mortality, as you mean the ſame by it with 
Lucorrupti bility 45 And withal, how a Being 
of 10 higher than Sublunary Extraction can 
be ſo Inmaterial, as to be incapable of diſſolu- 

ble Parts by its own Nature, and independentiy 
on the Divine Pleaſure, free from any Reſtraint 
of even Divine Tauss. 


5 #5 


"# 9:44 #'* 


Thus, excellent Sir, I have given you 
my Thoughts of your elegant Diſcourſe, ſo 
far as I conceive it to relate to the preſent 
Diſputes wherein Providence has engaged- 
me. And I am very glad to find that we 
are ſo perfectly agreed in all Things eſſential - 
to my principal Deſign. And that (even 
where we difler) you do not agree with my 
Adverſaries, but leave them as deſtitute of 
| your Authority, as you do ne. The Natural 
Immortality advanced by them, is not groun- 
ded on an Iadiſſolubility of the Parts of the 
Humane Souls, as having no Parts that might 
be diſſolved; but pretends to ſecure them from 
Non Exiſtence, by a Law whereby God has 


_.. abridged Himſelf of his Liberty of wirhdraw- 


ing what is neceſſary on hs Part for their 
Preſervation. Which Lam they think groun- 
ded, by a neceſſary Conſequence, on the Na- 


ture with which He has inveſted them, A- 


gainſt , you agree with me as fully as I 
can deſire, Nor can I ſee how Dr. Turner 


Can complain of any Injuſtice done to thoſe 


Humane Souls who are uncapable of Free-nill, - 
2 ut i © EOS; 
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Mr. J. Norris, of Bemerton. 
or of Laws, or of Merit or Demerit, or of 
Rewards or Puniſhments, if God be pleaſed to 
leave them actualhy to the Conſequence of their 
own Natural Mortality, But you do not 

know what Spirit I mean, to which I aſcribe 
Immortality of thoſe Humane Souls which 1 


believe actually Immortalized. That you will 


* eaſily underſtand, if you will be pleaſed to 
\ conſult my worthy. nameleſs Advocate, or if 
vou ſhall think it worth your Time to look 
into my other Writings with the Attentiveneſs 
the Cauſe deſerves. You will there find, that 
] mean the quictening Spirit mentioned by 
St. Paul, the Lord and giver of Life in the 
Conſtantinopolitan Creed, the Third Perſon of 


the Trinity, which the Scriptures, as well as 


the Tradition of the Catholick Church, aſſures 
us, That it is conveyed by our Saviour s Bap- 
tiſm, without which we are none of his. I now 
leave all to be conſider'd by jour better Judg- 
ment, and am ready to receive your further 
Inſtructions, if you ſhall be pleaſed fo far 


to favour 
7 Tour already very Obliged 


humble Sula, 
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Henry Dodwell. 
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and Mr. CHISHUEL, againſt my 
Friend concerned in the former Letter. 


ExXPOSTULAT 
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T is my great Unhappineſs, that I hare 6 


= Diſpute, without deviating to Perſonal theſe Two 
Reflections, wherein the Reader is not any dn Men on 
way concerned. Mr. Chiſpull, I find, by his Fried, | 
Poſtſcript to his laſt Diſcourſe againſt my wor- 
thy Friend, is unreclaimable. Since that he 
| has inſulted my Friend, in a News Paper, as 
| unworthy of any Anſwer to what has been 
Objected and Replied to himſelf No Wonder, 
| if that had been true, which he has the Con- 
fidence to #pbraid him with in his little Book 
to which he added that Poſtſcript, That he can 
zuſt read Latin, but cannot ſpell Greek, Pag. 48.. 
| without producing Z»ftances of either Rind, 
by which the Reader may judge whether what! 
he ſays be true. I am very ſorry to find: 
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to do with Adverſaries who will not be 7% — #2) 
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1 . neſs that may be felt. Thus theſe two young 
. Men take upon them to be Judges in their 


Word for it, and excuſe himſelf from the 
Quſe. If he will not, Mr. Clark has produ- 
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Iiocege as well as they. 
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Mich, 
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yes 


ch Def. alſo the Aſſurance to upbraid my Friend with 


ef Abilities, and to apbraid me for giving him his 
3 of that Word ) That it will not be expected that 


Jod. Mart. Zu- through twice 2.00 Pages (the 500 dull Pages 
e. of Mr. Chiſhull) of thick Darkneſs, euen Dark- 


[238 Trouble of entring into the Merit of the 


= cCed nothing to oblize him to it but a few-cur- - 
WW fory Remarks, wherein he thinks himſelf ber- 
* ter able to-furniſh him with-properer Expreſ- 
ſons : Wherein, if he had been as happy as 
himſelf preſumes, That would not however ex- 
ciſe him for ſuch contemptuous Cenſüres. 
However the Cauſe yet depends; nor is this 
a proper Place for me to take it out of the 
Hands of the Original Author, who is better 
able to defend himſelf. But it ſeems, theſe 
Per ejaaices they reckon on as a better Defence 
than any Reaſons, of which the Reader might 
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But no better Reaſons are to be expected 2. 

ſor ſo unfair a Cenſure of a Perſon, whom no 9 

| equal Judge of thajr Performances on both in moſt Things 

Sides, as well as of their Qzalifications, can * ei . ; 

' think unequal to either of them, in the proper fore Things 

Authorities by which we are to be determined umdoubredly ſu- 

in theſe Matters; that is, in his Skill in the Perior #5 hem. 

Fruathers, as Well Greek as Latin, as in the Sa- 

creed Writers. Leaſt of all can I fee how it 

becomes their Modeſty, to prefer. themſelves „„ 

before him, as they muſt manifeſtly do wha = 

think hereby to excuſe themſelves from an- | 
ſwering him, as if he had been. anmor thy of 
any Anſwer. They ought not to have pre- 

| ferred themſelves to am, at leaſt, of equal 

Aadvanages with themſelves, if they had 

- - ſludted (that, which would have been of 

more improving Uſe to them than any of their 

dt her Studies] the Practice of the Grace of 

Chriſtian Humility. Nor can I gueſs what 

* they can pretend wherein they have the Ad- 

. wantage of him, in reference to our preſcnt 

Queſtion. Are they Divines and Prieſts of 

the Church of England? So is he. Have 

Yo they had Literary Education? And can they 
deny him to have had the lite, and therefore 

as improving Education as themſelves ; not 

|  Grammatical only, but Academical alſo, inthe - | 
fame famous Ini verfity in which Mr. Clark 
had the Zappineſs of being educated himſelf 2 

Thus far therefore they are equal; but, in 
Standing, they muſt acknowledge him to be 

„ + +; 
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146% J)be Expoſtulatioon. . 
8 ſſmperior to themſelves. Will they therefore 
have it believed, that they have improved 

their Morter Time to bett Purpoſe than he has } 
done his longer Time? That may indeed be! 
polſible. But where is their Modeſty in preſu· 
ming it? Where, in impoſing ſuch Preſumptions |} 
on their Readers, ſo as to prejudge their Req { 
ders againſt entring upon the Merit of the 
Cauſe, as they do at preſent, whilſt they 
would poſſeſs their Readers with that Opinion 
of him, that he is «nrorthy of their Pains. | 
For my part, I do not think it any Argument | 
for me to change my Opinion of him, that 
Loth of them have conſpited in inſalting him, 
though Mr. Clark has endeavoured to expoſe 
mme allo, becauſe I am not of his Opinion. Nor-: 
doo think, chat we need to fear that an 
Keader (who will ſo much as pretend to be 
impartial) will take their Character of an 
Adverſary upon no other Argument but their 
own Authority. Vet ſuch Arguments as they | 
have produced hitherto, might eaſily have 
been returned upon themſelves, if we hal 
thought Inſtances of Miſtakes, of the ſame Na- 
ture with thoſe which our Cenſurers inſiſt on, | 
ſufficient to prove 1lliterature; or if we could 
have perſwaded our ſelves, that it had been 
worth the Reader's Time to hear them, or a 
good Chriſtian's Time to amaſs Things ſo per- 
ſonal and trivial, and pedantick. Nor an I ff 
find any nem Diſcoveries by either of them up- 
don the main Queſtion that may any way ſeem . | 
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51 by to fayour their ow» Opinions of their ſo much 
| greater Abilities. Yer the Raſhn:ſs of theſe 


take any thing upon his Credit, who is ſo 
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Aſauming Authors is ſo very manifeſt, that Te” 

even that alone may ſeem ſufficient to ruine 8 

their Credit in all other Charges. How is it 
poſſible that Mr. Chiſpull can believe himſelf, 

when he pretends that my Friend can jaſt aa 

Latin, but cannot ſpell Greek ? And how can 

he expect that an insifferent Reader ſhould 


little ſollicitous for his own Credit, as to ſpeak 
that, in his Flats, which even himſelf can- 
not be ſuppoſed to beli:ve true? Nor has 
Mr. Clark much more Reaſon to hope to per- oe te 
ſwade any, who muſt judge of his Perfor- _ x. 4M 
wante, that he alſo: can believe my Friend . +" 
guiliy of the Stupidity with which he charges = 
| kim, and the Darkneſs ſuch as may be felt: , + 
And that Theſe Charges appear through his 4 
whole Book. Theſe Extravagancies of Speech } 


can prove nothing bur their own extrava- 1 
gant Haughtineſs and Partiality. I 


Thus our Adverſaries hope to excuſe Mieke 
themſelves from any Defence of their Slanders the like xs. 


-C 5 „ illi 
and undeſerved Cenſures, if Readers will tak ter, hove been 7 


their own incredible Word for what they can- proved againſt 
not be eaſily ſuppoſed to believe themſelves. % theſe % 
Thus all that my Friend has ſaid muſt not be fe, 4 | 
allowed ſo much as a fair Hearing; and all wich, + in_ 
that I have ſaid in my Preliminary and Juſt **"41T 


\ | i | IE 1 : not 51 4 
Defences, muſt be ſighted, without ſo much cit # 


| as the leaſt Notice taken, of it. Yet I haue , Pall 
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there charged them both with Miſtakes, of 
much greater Importance thanygheirs _ 3h 
det 
in their Confidence, one would wonder how. 
they can expect to be admitted to nem Accu- 
ſations, till they have fairly juſtified their old 
ones. Mr. Chiſbull has been charged with 
very groſs Miſtakes in Matters of Fa, even 
when he has inſulted me with Errors which 


my Friend. If any thing could be 4 


| have been really proved to be his own: And 


* 
V 


nem Inſtances have been given in the former 


of theſe preſent Letters. His Charge of He- 
reſy has been retorted upon his own Head; 
and that in Points indeed Eſſential to the 
Church, and Fundamental to Eccleſiaſtical Diſ- 
cipline. His Charges of that Kind againſt me 


I have ſhewn, in oſt Points, to have been 
for Aſſertions that never were mine; and in 


one, that it concerned a Particular expreſly 


condemned by me, and condemned by the 
Authority of that very Council of Arabia, 
which Mr. Chiſhull has notwithſtanding had 


the Confidence to produce againſt we. I have 


proved the ſingle Inſtance, in which he has 


ruly underſtood my Meaning to be no Hereſy, 


and anſwered what he has produced to prove 


it ſo, Yer till he goes on to call us Here- 


ticis, without the leaſt Notice of any An- 
fwers to him in that Particular. Let the 


Reader judge between ws, whether Mr. Chif- 


hal ought not, in , Equity, to purge himſelf 


from the real Herefies himſelf is guilty of, 
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but my worthy Friend can make the like Re- 
priſals on Mr, Clark, though I do not dere 
that he ſhould do ſo. I am, for my Part, 
tender of the Reputation of my Adverſaries, 
how prodigal ſoever they are of ours: In a 
Time, eſpecially, when I ſee ſo many Enemies 


8. . of Religion ready to take Advantage of what | 


I might ſay, and to pervert it from my De- 
fign, to the Injury of their Function. But 
what Account can they give of the Advantage 
they take of this 7endrrneſs, for oppreſing our 
excellent Cauſe, and excluding us from (what 
all Lovers of Truth ought to be concerned for, 
though it ſhould make againſt them) an equal 
Examination of what we have to ſay for it? 
My Friend has been ſharper than I could have 
wiſhed. But our Adverſaries may blame them 


They were themſelves the firſt Aggreſſors, and 
the firſt Precedents of leaving the principal 
Cauſe, and beginning Perſonal Dilputes. 
My own Deſire was to manage all Diſputes, 
of this Kind, with the Gravity and Seriouſueſs ies pave hot 


frons with which we ſhall wiſh we had mana. rit of ar 


ged them, if we ever meet in Heaven, when Cauſe, without 
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[ES admitted to new Accuſations. I doubt not 


ſelves for giving him the Occaſion for it. - 3 


4+. 
Our Adverſa. 


which ſuch Sacred and Important Subjects de- ſuffcicur War. 1 
ſerve; with that Pureneſs from Humane Paſ- ry. — * 4 


concerning Pere ' | 


all Juvenile Elations and Perſonal Rancors ſhall non © 
be as much condemned, as they will be hear Diſpute. 
tily Forgotten. This I endeayourcd to recom- 

EE . mend - 


* 


that Defence was ſep 


reaſonable, and becoming 
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mend to my Adverſaries in my Addreſs to 
my Preliminary Defence. This I practiced in 


paſſing by their former Perſonal Provocations, 
and not returning them, though upon Provo- 
cation. I took them to have the ſame Autho- 
rity from Divine Providence for depreſſing me, 


as Shimei had againſt David. Accordingly |: 


I ſubmitted to them as very Fuſt from him, 
though Und:ſerved from them: And I endea- 
voured to make the good Ce deſigned by 
Ged in them for my own Humiliation, Nor 
have I therefore concerned my (elf in the De- 
fence of my own Perſon, where my forbearing 
arable from my Cauſe, for 


which I did nor j | 
Duty to be unconcerned. Why could I not 
prevail with my Adverſaries in an Adareſs ſo 


leaſt, as it did me > Why do they ſtill en- 
tertain ſuch Motions for Peace with ſuch an- 


ſuitalle Deportment, on their Part, of ma- 


king themlelves reach to the Battle? Vet, 


though it may ſeem ſtrange, it is not unuſual, 


for the Beginners of Differences to be the moſt 
implacalle and inexorable in compeſing them, 


and the moſt dificultly perſwaded to lay them 
down. Bur, I muſt needs confeſs, 1 did von- 


der at the aſſuming Confidence of theſe young 


Nen in vilifying my worthy Friend, againſt 

whom they could not pretend the like Aa- 

Vantages as they might really againſt me. 
My Friend has more Commands than I have, 


4 


eit ſo conſiſtent with my ; 


them, as much, at 
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of proper Engliſo Words for expreſſing the 


Critical Importance of the Originals tranſlated 
by him. Nor have they diſcovered any 
Thing, by their Performances hitherto, by 
which it may appear, that he does not un- 
derſtand the Originals as well as either of his 


Inſulters. Mr. Clark's Strictures, without Rea- 


ſon, either given or anſwered, are far from 
proving it to be otherwiſe. I know no Mans 


firſt Thoughts that are not capable of re- 
ceiving real Improvements from his ſecond 


Thoughts, I know no one Man's Thoughts 
that may not be cultivated by the Obſerva- 


tions of another. The truly Fudicicus think 


ſo, when they do, in earneſt, ſubmit their 
Writings to the Opinions of their Fiends. 


Nor do I know any Humane wiſe Man ſo uni- 


verſally happy, even in his elaborate Thoughts, 
but that he may ſometimes be corrected truly 


by Perſons meaner than himſelf. Nor do I 


find any of our young Critick's Strictures of 
lo manifeſt Importance as to make the Perſon 


truly guilty of the Errors, corrected by them, 
Margable with his inhumane Cexſures of Stu- 


pidity, Darkneſs, thick Darkneſs that may be 
felt. I ſhould rather think to i{- grounded 
raſh Cenſures, inſiſted on with a Deſign of 


expoling my Friend's Abilities, more likely to 


redound to the 1 * of the Cenſurer, than 


of the Cenſured : Po the Diſcredit of ſuch a 
Cenlurer's Judgment, if he do, in earneſt, © - 
believe ſach Miſtakes worthy of ſuch Cenſiret:: 
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odr of his Veracity, if he would pot believe 
rhe like Strictures on his own Writings ſufficient 
for expoſing himſelf. However, the Queſtion is 
not yer determined, Whether the Miſtates be 


N — 


fuch as the Pre ſumer takes them to be; or, 
Whether of the two is guilty of the Stupidity 
and thick Darkneſs charged for them > It will 
yet be ſeaſonable for him to remember the pru- 
dent Suggeſtion of the Xing of Iſrael: Let 
not him that girdeth on his Harneſs boaſt as he 


that puts it off, I am ſure his Fellow-Cenſorer, 
Mr. Chiſhull, has great Reaſon to remember it, 
who has ſo rarely proved not miſtaken himſelf 
in Miſtakes.by him imputed to others, Nor 


not but impure it to Divine Providence, (which 
is concerned to bumble ſuch Aſſumers) that 
they have both of them fallen into Miſtales ſo 
unworthy of them. I am very much »ifinfor- 
med, if Mr. Chiſhull have not diminiſhed his 
own Character, for his inſulting, even with 


; his own Brethren who are far from fayourinÞ 
us. I heartily wiſh, that Mr. Clark may take 
warning by it, whom I do not take to have 
ſo much Hanginive and Maliznity in his own 
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is Mr. C/ar ſure that he may not fall into tze 1 
like Inconvenience, whilſt he is guilty of the _ 05 
like aſſuming Confidence. For my part, I can 
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let them, in God's Name, make the beſt of it. 
Bur let them leave the Cenſures of their own, 
as well as our, Performances to the Reader, 


* If they have any thing to ſay further in . 
their own Defence, as to the principal C Pane — 

which has been 3 J 
groſly miſta®= 2 
ken by them 
Yet we did-not * - 
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whoſe Right it is to judge between s Let therefore charge 


them ſtate the Queſtion tray: That will beſt 


enable the Reader to judge, whether our Ad. 


Verſaries have not themſelves more contributed v Reaſagn 
to ao ſo. | MY 


to the Scandals they complain of, by their 
groundleſs Slanders, than we have, by any 

Doctrine of ours that can, with any Shew of 
Reaſon, be proved diſſerviceable to Religion, 


when it is vighth underſtodd, and faithfully 
, repreſented. Let them, if they can, ſhew, 


wherein we allow milder Terms of Puniſh- 
ment, to any who are concerned in the Diſci- 
p line of the Goſpel, than themſelves do. Let 


them ſhew, that the leaving Souls, no way 
concerned in that Diſcipline, to the actual Event 
of that Mortality, which is natural to them, 


and may actually befall them, if God be pleaſed 


to permit it, contains in it any thing that is 


really Hhurtful or unreaſonable. Let them prove, 
if they can, any Obligation, laid by God up- 


on himſelf, that may reſtrain him from per- 


| 
on Nature. Let them evince the leaſt Sha- 
du of Injuſtice in ſugh a Permiſſion. What 


_ * njuſtice in lo dealing with Sone, which can- 


* 
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; ' 


not he proper Objects of Fuſtice, as being an- 


b. capable 4 .of Free-will, Or of Lays, os 


al Merits 


$f 
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mitting Humane Souls to the Courſe of their 


of any 
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them with Stu- 4 
pidity: Nor 
did we think 
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neither can the Benefits conferred upon them 
be called Rewards ; nor can the Miſeries in- 
flicted on them be reaſonably taken for | 
Puniſhments, as not being either of them due? 
to them by any Rules of Juſtice. Let them 
prove an Eternity of Duration natural to the 
Soul, from any plain Scripture, or from any wells 
reputed Orthodox Father of the firſt three Cen- 


owned, and receivta by me, as the Senſe of thoſe 


derſtand by the Name of /mmortality, when 
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leſs to thoſe that are Eternal / Such may in- 
deed be benefited, or made miſerable: But 


turies. Its ſurviving the Body by its own Na- 
ture, as it is a Divine Breathing, is not alone 


before as after its Incorporation, be ſometimes 
called Immortality. This has already been 


T The Erpoſtulation. 
Merits or Demerits, that may entitle them to 2 
Rewards or Puniſhments of any Kind, much 


ſufficient for this Purpoſe, though even ſuch | | 
Survival, or Living without the Body, as wel!“ 


Fathers who ſpeak fſo\clearly of the Immorta+ 


them, which is the Thing our Adverſaries un- 


they pretend Immortality to be natural to our 
Humane Souls, Let them prove from either 


of the forementioned Topicks, that the Preca- + | 


rious Immortality, acknowledged by themſelues + 


to be the true Senſe of the Fathers, is not fi --- 
dien for my Purpoſe, for ſolving the Difftewlties | 
Which I thought not ſo eg accauntable by | = 
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 lity of Humane Souls by their own Nature. Gy | 
But the Queſtion now diſputed is, Whether 5 
Perpetuity, or Eternity, of Survival be natural to 
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he Doctrine of the Souls natural Immortality. 
Mr. Clark, indeed, by his o Authority, vou- 
ches that it is ot. But I hope he does not 
think that alone ſufficient to conclude me 
without his own Reaſons for vouching it, and 


1 trary. Let chem prove, as well as aſſert, the 
*} © Reftraint laid by God upon himſelf, that may 


which may oblige him to interpoſe his own Act 


Adverſaries themſelves own Eſſentially Arbi- 
trary to God, in relation to all Created cos 
as they are Created. Let them prove him 


* fuſe to perpetuate Humane Soult, even in Cafes 
'* | wherein he may judge it reaſonable to refuſe 
them this Perpetuity. Or, if they dare not 
undertate theſe Things, which they know it 
A ſo impoſſible for them to perform: Let them, 
II however, try their Skill, in proving that it 
is not reaſonable for God to deny his Perpetuating 
A in the Cafes for which we are concerned, 
of Unbaptized Infants, or Natural Idiots, or 
Tnvincibly-ignorants. Let them prove it leſs 
_ reaſonable than that they ſhould be perpetua- 
ted to no Purpoſe, like the Souls of Brutes, in 


the Satellites of Jupiter; or that they ſhould . Clark 
Opinion in 
Dr. Coward's, 
Let. 11. p. 97. 


2 13 be intitled, without any Reaſon, to Supernatural 
- | _ (Happineſs; or expoſed, with as little Reaſon, to 
= [IN Eternal  andeſerved Miſeries. Let them pro- 
A uyce one /ingle Father of the Time I am now 
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againſt my Ne aſons already given to the con- 


eee Sou ode, 


for perpetuating that Survival, which even our 


«| obliged by this Reſtraint, as that he cannot re- 
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ks fax _ axes hang] in theſe pre- 
Carious Feucis, That God has laid any An, 
upon himulf in theſe; Caſes, or chat it was 5 | 
ten thought reaſonable, that He ſhiuld do ſo. A 
Irhave been ſo clear in theſe P articalars,. that 

I know no:Excuſe any of them can pretend 
for miſlaking my Senſe: concerning them. 7 2 
am not conſcious of any Plea that they can 

; make from my »pbraided Obſcurity, that could F 
give them any plauſible Occaſſon to chin oy 
that I ever allowed any more favourable Terms 

of Puniſhment to Chriſtian Infidels, than them 


a do... 'Yer 7 fl e this b is. 1 fl 


* 


| ouſt Mi 2 
_ faries have e been 2 010 on * 
Stup on their Darkneſs, their thick Dark q 116 
neſs that may le felt. I am ſure they do bet? 
ö ter under and more difficalt Places in Authors to 4 
"they are well feed, and againſt whom 
they are unmwilling to find Exceptions... Vet, 
methinks, ſo free Cenſurers of other Mens Fudge * 
ments ſhould not have judged themſelves quali- 


Fn to wndirtake a Dil) puts, till they had We 
ter under ſt ood it. 1 2 af 5 
But enough of this Subjc ct, which, is 24 1 5 
ie nz to my ſelf, as ic can be to chem who ). 
l Orcafion for it, and who are cone . 
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them, for the future, to keep to our main 
Cauſe, W 


be want of them, and will be thankfully ac- 
| (#nowlzaped. But, if they think, by their Ju- 
\ ſultings, to prejudge our Readers againſt a fair 


* 


Hearing of our Canſe ; it can neither become 


| leave the Event to God, and the Conſciences 
of our Readers, who are to judge between us. 


4} Interpretations of Ancient Authors, without In- 
aA viliries or Reprogghes > Thoſe Flowers of their 
„Style, if they M 
4 envy. I only wonder how theſe Standards of 
"2 Jadement can think them ſo! I am ſure, no 


rals, which true Divines ſhould more te- 
d, than any Ornaments of Style. It is 


on them, which, by the Conſequence of their 
ſonn Reaſonings, will fall upon themſelves, 
+ [| whenever the Errors, with which they up- 
”'} 'braid , ſhall be proved to be their own, 


Hoy much better will it become them to imi- 


tate the more Genile, as well as Chriſtian, 
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will. -- The Expoſtulation. . 
I the Conſequences of it. I therefore warn them 
once for all, That, if it may prevail with 


hat Light they can give to that will 
their Eguiiy, to d:fire that; nor their Prudence, 
to hope for it. We ſhall yo, our Way, and 
But why may we not differ from them in our 
e them for ſuch, I do not 
; f | N 1 edate Fudge can think them Ornaments to their 


1" Frheir Intereſt, as well as ours, not to infiſt 


[Example of Mr. Norris! If they ſhall do ſo, 
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